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THE SECRET ADVERSARY: HENRY GEORGE WARD
AND TEXAS, 1825-1827'
ELMER W. FLACCUS

The years 1825 to 1827 were a period of salutary neglect in Texas
History. Guadalupe Victoria, the first president of Mexico believed so
earnestly in a policy of non-intervention in state and colonial affairs that
his government attempted little interference in the management of Stephen
F. Austin and the other emproesarios. None of the Texas colonists ever
met their first president. Any business pertaining to the colony was
settled in the state capital, Saltillo, not the national capital, Mexico City.
The cliche, "absence makes the heart grow fondert" may explain the fond
memories that Texans have of their first president.
Imperceptibly an anti-Texas feeling began to blossom in the national
capital, affecting Victoria himself to the point where the president decided to tighten the Mexican grip on Texas and limit the number of
"Anglo--American emigrants," as they were styled. This decision has been
characterized as the opening gambit in the match that led to checkmate
at San Jacinto. Historians have advanced numerous reasons Cor the change
in the official attitude of Mexico to Stephen F. Austin but none, 80 far
as the writer is aware. has paid sufficient attention to the activities of
Henry George Ward, the British charge d'affairs in Me.xico during the
years 1825 to 1827.
Son of Robin Plummer Ward, one of the most popular British novelists of the period, a dedicated and able young careerist of twenty-seven,
well versed in Mexican and Latin American affairs, backed by the mining
interests of England, Henry George \Vard was admirably equipped for
his new position. He was directed by George Canning, British Foreign
Secretary, to achieve three objectives:
1. secure a treaty with Mexico granting the most favored nation
clause to England;
2. obtain religious toleration for British subjects in Mexico;

3. protect and advance the commercial interests of British subjects.
especially the mining community.2
Ward, on his own initiative, intended to accomplish two other policiesj
first, he intended to be so successful that he would be appointed the first
British minister to Mexico, and second, he intended to counteract and
eliminate all vestiges of American influence in Mexico, at the time being
promoted by the American minister, Joel R. Poinsett..
The deadly, mutually destructive rivalry between Poinsett and Ward
can only be mentioned in passing, as it is a story in itself. Suffice it to
say, Ward held a number of trump cards. He was a personal friend of
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Victoria and was the only envoy who had a weekly interview with the
president. Poinsett was handicapped because the United States wanted
all the territory north of the Rio Grande, and he was constantly pressured to purchase Texas at any price.· British invesbnent and British
prestige considerably exceeded those of the United States in Latin America. Mexico and Colombia wanted to launch a joint naval expedition
against the Spanish-held island of Cuba which was a very real threat
to the new Latin American Republics, but United States policy and self
interest dictated that Cuba be retained by weak Spain. Hence, president
John Quincy Adams had opposed joint intervention, a decision which
irked both Simon Bolivar and Guadalupe Victoria..:!
Within a matter of days after his arrival in Mexico in 1825, Ward
realized that the elimination of Stephen F. Austin's colony in Texas and
the substitution of a British colony headed by General Arthur Wavell,
or an Indian conlederation led by pro-British chiefs would, as \Vard wrote,
effectively eliminate all chance of the Americans' obtaining control of the
Gulf of Me.xico areaS. To that goal, he bent all his considerable skills
and efforts.
From the very beginning of Anglo American colonization in TexBSt Mexican governments, both imperial and republican, had insisted that all immigrants become Roman Catholics, and that no settlers be pennitted
within twenty leagues of the sea. Ward found both these restrictions
adverse to the interests he represented. Therefore one of his duties was
to persuade the government to enforce the loosely administered law in
the American settlements in Texas and ignore it wherever it pertained
to British settlers.T
Ward was also confronted with the fanaticism ot the small-town Mexican. This was a two-edged weapon which Ward, to give him credit, hated
to employ. Nonetheless, while Ward hoped that tolerance would replace
fanaticism, he did not want the national government to be too tolerant
of Texans.- When an unknown cowboy, Yery likely a Texan J came to
Mexico City demonstrating a secret trick to break the most refractory
horses J and was almost lynched as a sorcerer,i Ward did nothing to help
him. Indeed, Ward appears to have inflamed deliberately the national
government against both Texans and Americans, promising, as he told
Canning. to make sure his influence would be used only in secret. tO
Ward wrote Canning a long letter in September, 1825, enclosing a manuscript map of Texns showing the Sabine River as the present United
States boundary which eliminated the shadowy claim of the Americans
to the Rio Bra\'o (Rio Grande). He mentioned that the Americans were
still pushing their claims to the Rio Bravo. and offering to pay Mexico
for the additional territory. To make matters worse for the Mexicans,
they had not enforced their authority in the area between the Sabine
and the Rio Bravo. As a result, American settlers, backwoodsmen. lawless
and scornful of all restraint, were pouring in. Six thousand families were
there already, pretending to recognize the authority of Mexico, but everyone knew that in case of a rupture between the United States and Mexico, these bad subjects and inconvenient neighbors would side with the
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former. Ward reported that he had already warned Victoria and his
cabinet members, Jose Ignacio Esteva and Lucas Alaman, but Esteva
had retorted that the Texans were all good Catholics and could be trusted.
Ward scoffed at this naive statement, retorting that American backwoodsmen, as everyone knew had no particular religion and their creed would
be affected by circumstances. Furthermore, these interlopers would practice smuggling; hence, if 1\1 exico thought she was gaining any real advantage from these people, she was wrong. 11
Having once committed himself to the struggle for Texas, Ward redoubled his eff'or-...s. He wrote Canning in November 1825 that he dreaded
the loss of Texas unless Mexico bestirred herself. Ward was relying on
several infonnants, one of whom, a Senor Caran, lived in Texas and acted
as Ward's principal agent and informer. Caran reported that Austin's
colony and the newly established Fredonian colony were practically independentj and that, contrary to Stephen F. Austin's agreements with the
national authorities, Catholic priests weTe deterred by threats from officiating in Austin's colony. No other authority except Ward ever made
that statement. All's fair in love and diplomacy and Ward certainly did
not love the Texans. Ward told Victoria that Poinsett was purposely delaying the settlement of the boundary question in order to introduce more
North Americans into Texas. Ward also produced a second map showing
the American boundary on the Rio Grande, and this evidence really
alanned the president. Victoria, who had a tendency to alibi, told Ward
quite untMlthfully that he did not know of the events in Texas and
promised to inform Congress of the dangers involved in pennitting Texans to trade freely with their neighbors to the north. The president asked
Ward's opinion on the feasibility of sending investigators into Texas
and establishing custom houses to regulate trade in the colony. Victoria
refused to eliminate Austin's colony but promised to isolate it, surrounding it with Mexican settlers, and cancelling all other empresario grants.
Ward wrote to Canning:
I have agreed with Victoria on all his remarks and strongly a~
prove of those ideas but I had to warn him not to tell his plans
to Ramos Arizpe or Jose Ignacio Esteva who were friends of
Poinsett and thus indirectly sympathetic to the Texans.L.2
Ward could say that again, for he had been placed in a quandary. Almost
all Ute would-be empresarios were British, hence be had to modify Victoria's policies before they got out of hand.
Victoria nominated an able Mexican official, Manuel Mier y Teran, to
be the chief Mexican boundary commissioner in November 1825. Teran
was not inclined to accept the appointment, fearing a ruse to remove
him from the capital but Ward persuaded him to head the mission. Ward
was delighted with Teran's appointment, believing that once Teran had
reported on the state of affairs in Texas, Congress would act more firmly.ls
Ward was too astute a strategist to depend on one man or one policy
or to rely on purely negative tactics. Taking the offensive, he was able
to discredit Poinsett's Texas objectives when the latter was surprised
in an attempt to secure copies of documents and maps pertaining to the
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Louisiana boundary by bribing one of the clerks in the foreign office.
Ward did not mention that Poinsett's behavior was the accepted way of
securing information, one which Ward had employed more successfuUy,
but magnified the incident so greatly that Victoria panicked and hid the
maps so well that, to this day, no one has been able to unearth them. 1i
The British charge d'affaires also produced his copies of the maps and
documents which he had previously acquired and doctored the maps so

as to reveal the United States in actual possession of

Te.,(3S. u

He also

dusted off a proposal by Juan De Azcarate first made in 1821, suggesting
that Irish immigrants be introduced into Texas, but the proposal fared
no better in 1825 than it had in 1821. 16
Ward's ace in the hole was General Arthur Wavell, a distinguished
British officer, a ,oetera" of the Napoleonic Wars, a fonner military attache in Chile, and a financial backer of Stephen F. Austin. \Vavell had
actually made it possible for Austin to obtain his grant in 1821, had
loaned him money to get his colony started, and was supposed to share
in Austin's good Cortune. Austin could not, and did not, object to WaveH's
plans to create a British colony on his doorsteps. The British empresario
had been proceeding cautiously with this idea but had not gotten any
actual colonists or even surveyed his settlement, but his backers included
Ben Milam and "Baron" de Bastrop, both closely connected ",tith Stephen
F. Austin.
In December 1825, Ward learned that Poinsett planned to forestall
WaveH's colony by buying four million acres in Texas and introducing
another American colony. Poinsett had promised his backers that in case
of trouble with Mexico, American troops would intervene.
Alarmed at the glacier-like speed of Wavell's plans, Ward tried to hurry
the Britisher, while at the same time opposing Poinsett's program. He
found himself blocked on both projects by Esteva who as Secretary of
the Treasury was backing Poinsett. This was indeed a setback, as Ward
admitted, for he could not involve the British government in the affray.l T
Wave1I, on Ward's prompting, and with his encouragement, formally
applied for, and received a grant in March 1826, which included Lamar,
Red River and Bowie Counties, and part of Fannin and Hart Counties.
The grant had not gone smoothly for the government split, the Senate
favoring and the House opposing Wavell's settlement. Nor was the Senate really favorable, for it had taken all of Victoria's influence to force
the upper house to support the measure. Senator M. Cavallo {rom Coahuila and Tejas who had been a staunch advocate of WaveWs grant,
was defeated in the next election and removed from the political scene,
a grievous blow to both Wavell and Ward.
Poinsett, aware of the anti-Wavell feeling, protested that WaveH's grant
was too near the Arkansas Frontier which was still a matter of argument.
Indeed it was later discovered that part of Wa'~elJ's grant lapped over

into U.S.-held Arkansas which, as Ward knew, had been ceded to the
Americans by Spain, but he pretended that he had never heard of the
Adams-Oiiis Treaty of 1819. 18
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A second person appeared on the scene, the enigmatic John D. Hunter
who had been captured by the Cherokees in 1816, and had written a
book about his experiences which became a best seller in London. Hunter
had returned to Texas as a missionary and civil chief to the Cherokees,
and was a thoroughly convinced integrationist and apologized for his
Indian clients. As a result he waS disliked and distrusted by the American press of that period. III
Ward did not like Hunter either, writing Canning that: [U]pon every
other subject, his language was coarse, his appearance dull, and his
manner totally devoid of energy and grnce.:w Yet Ward believed that
Hunter could be a use{ul pawn in the struggle, for he was an
eloquent speaker on the subject of his beloved Indians and a fervent
despiser of Texans. Hunter wanted to persuade Victoria to assign
a portion of the vacant lands in Texas to the Indians who had been
e.xpelled from the Southeast and who hoped to be allowed to settle
along the Southern boundaries of the Colorado and Sabine rivers. If
this pe,nnission were granted, Hunter promised that the Indians would
become loyal Mexican subjects, members of the Catholic Church, and
defenders of the frontier against all intruders, "Anglos" or Apaches, both
equally feared by the l\Iexicans.~1 While neither Ward nOr Hunter mentioned this possibility, there was always a good chance that the Indians
might turn their attention to Austin's colony. Hunter appealed to Ward
who personally dictated the letter that Hunter sent to Victoria asking
the president for a grant. \Vard wrote an additional note to Victoria
pointing out that the Indians, living adjacent to Wavell's grant, would be
an effective buffer state against the Americans. In effect, Austin's colony
would be surrounded and isolated.~2
In his letter, Hunter charged that the Americans were building distilleries along the border in order to encourage drunkeness among the
Indians who only wanted to settle down and protect. the Mexicans. Hunter
demanded an immediate answer to his request as he had to appear before
the Great Council of the Cherokees in May 1826. At this council, the
Indians were expected to decide on residence in Mexico or a move further
west to escape the Americans.:!3
To Ward's dismay, Hunter's proposal elicited mixed feelings from Victoria, who, like all Mexicans, had a healthy respect for Indians and found
it difficult to distinguish between the good and bad ones. In all probability,
the president resented the pressure put upon him by Hunter {or he
refused to give the missionary or his British sponsor an immediate
answer. Hunter left Mexico City with nothing to show for his efforts.
Embittered, he appeared before the Great Council and urged the Indians
to move into Texas anyway and join Edwards group at Fredonia. Only
a few followed his suggestion.!4
Wavell and Ward worked ceaselessly during the summer of 1826. Wavell,
writing to one of his backers, Sir Herbert Taylor, reported:
Any hopes of preventing the United States from beeoming in
fifty years the most powerful nation in the world depended mainly
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on the measures of the present moment adopted to raise an insuperable barrier in Texas against the intrigues, the ambitions,
and encroachments of the North Americans.s"

At the time, Ward appeared to have convinced Victoria that Wavell
was the only man who could stop the Americans in Texas, but for a
variety of reasons WaveH was never able to establish a successful colony
despite his associations with Ben Milam, who introduced a number of
families into Wavell's grant. One reason for the Britisher's failure was
his absence from the Mexican scene in 1827 and 1828. No empresa.rio
could hope to gain his ends through absentee ownership. Another and
more likely reason was WavelPs inability to secure adequate financing
for his projeet,za
Ward hoped that his plans would be advanced by the abortive Fredonian Revolt, but he was disappointed. An anonymous writer (believed
to be Arthur Wavell) ridiculed the uprising which flared briefly between
December 21, 1826, and January 31, 1827, in Nacogdoches. According to
the anonymous author:
The late affair in Texas was nothing more than an attempt made
by a few North American squatters (persons without a right to
the land had chosen to occupy on the frontier) to establish a
claim to the land by force aided by the Indians whom they bad
tried to seduce into a revolt. The real number of participants in
the revolt amounted to fourteen, and an equal number of gallons
of whiskey.:n
The great number of Texans remained loyal to Mexico as both Ward
and Wavell acknowledged.%ll
When news of the revolt filtered back to Mexico City, Ward deliberately misrepresented its extent, hoping to alann Victoria. He magnified
the scope of the fight, the number of participa.nts and tried to involve
Poinsett. Ward told the president that all Americans in Texas had
signed the Fredonian Declaration of Independence and also asserted U:1at
the backwoodsmen were receiving aid from the United States. The cred·
ulous Victoria believed his British confidant, threatened to deport Poinsett
(rom Mexico, and offered to lead an anny into Texas. War was the last
thing Ward wanted because he still hoped that Wavell's colony would
succeed; hence he warned the president not to be contemptuous of these
adventurers in Texas. They were men reckless of danger, excellent marks-men, well acquainted with the terrain, who could hold their own against
twice their number of Mexican regulars. Ward's suggestion that the presi~
dent proceed with caution had a soothing effect on the volatile Victoria,
but Texas and Mexican relationships were clouded pennanently even
though two weeks later Victoria learned that Austin's colony was instrumental in Quelling the Fredonian Revolt.~1

Ward still pinned his hopes on Wavell, the saviour of Mexico. He asked
Canning to consult with the general who was, in Ward's opinion, the
best qualified man in England to deal with the situation. Ward reiterated
his belief that Europeans must be encouraged to colonize in Texas for
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with their help Mexico could retain her authority in the province indefinitely. Ward also enclosed documents relating to the Fredonian Revolt,
and proposed treaties between the )fe..'\.icans and Cherokees along the same
lines as those suggested by Hunter and his ally Fields. Ward apologized
for Hunter's premature signing of the Declaration of Independence, excusing this action on the ground that the Mexican local officials had
insulted both Hunter and the Indians.30
Time was running out for Ward and his grandiose plans. Hunter and
Fields were found guilty of treason by the Great Council of the Chero-kees and both were executed.=ll Wavell could not obtain the necessary
financial backing because of the collapse of Baring Brothers, and another
English financial house, and Ward was notified by Canning that he would
be recalled because of his willful extravagance and failure to follow his
instructions.3~ Although Ward defended himself and his policies vigorously,
he was replaced by Richard Pakenham in April of l827. Pakenharn, while
more frugal and less bellicose than Ward, followed Ward's tactics; hence
anti-Texas feeling in Mexico increased.
In 1829, Pakenham produced a plan that was worthy of Ward in every
respect. The British minister announced that he had uncovered a plot
by Poinsett to obtain Texas by financial skulduggery. Poinsett and some
British merchants were working to obtain a loan for Mexico. Half would
come from British interests and half from American interests. To secure
the United States' share of the loan, about two million dollars, Me.xico
would use Texas as collateral. Poinsett in return agreed to Britain's
having the most-favored-nation privilege. Since the Mexican financial
situation was so chaotic, the government would be unable to pay its
debts and Texas would pass painlessly into the possession of the United
States13 Pakenham never offered any proof oI this supposed intrigue.
Furthermore, it is idiotic to believe that British interests would work
with Poinsett, or that Poinsett would for one instant relinquish his dreams
of American hegemony in Latin America. Another and more likely proposal which Pakenham inherited from Ward was to encourage Robert
Owen "the Father of British Socialism" to establish a colony in Texas,
but this also failed.
What had Henry George Ward accomplished during his stay in Mexico?
On the surface it appeared very little. Austin was finnly entrenched in
Texas, Teran's attempt to delineate the boundaries had bogged down in
red tape, the F'Tedonian Revolt had been suppressed by fellow Texans,
and Poinsett remained as U. S. envoy in Mexico.
Ward's real success must be measured on future events. The tactics
that he employed and the influence that he exercised on Guadalupe Victoria made the nervous president anti-American and anti-Texan. More
importantly Ward influenced Manuel Mier y Teran and changed him
from a neutral observer to a bitter anti-Texan. Many of the ideas and
recommendations that Teran later advocated echoed Ward!s posItion.
Teran respected the American colonists in Texas and deplored the type
of Mexicans who were in Texas. Yet, while Teran commented on the
universal desire of both Mexicans and Anglos for a separate state gov-
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emment, he opposed it, giving virtually the same reasons in his Jetter
of June 30, 1828, that Ward had stressed three years earlier. Teran, too,
insisted that no concessions be made to the slave owners beyond the
establishment of a local jefe politico, subject to the one at Bejar. Later,
Teran would advocate more stringent rules such as increasing the garrisons in East Te.X8S and enforcing the tariff laws and customsS4l It is,
therefore, not too far fetched to emphasize Ward's influence on the Law
of April 16, 1830, which marked Teran's final break with the Texan
colonists.
Ward poisoned the relationships between Poinsett and Victoria as well
as Guerrero who became Mexico's second president in 1829. At any time,
Wani possessed the ability and the power to stop the flights of fancy that
made both Victoria and the country look ridiculous. Yet, he did not.
Moreover, the British envoy was instrumental in preventing a meeting
between Stephen F. Austin, the most influential Texas empresario, and
his president, Victoria. A word from Ward on the desirability of such a
meeting would have sent Victoria winging to the border. Austin and
Victoria had the same goals and aspirations, including many Qualities
in common, and could have worked together successfully. The president's
dislike of the Te.xans was not a lasting one and needed considerable
fuel to keep it going, which Ward supplied. In later years, at the time
of the Alamo, Victoria was put under custody for refusing to support
the war against Texas. Ward effectivel)' prevented any detente from occurring by his tactics.
Such suspicions that Ward aroused could not be glossed over or negated
by the open letter that he wrote to Victoria on the occasion of his recall.
Ward had been the instrument that moved the administration of Victoria
to send a commission to Texas in charge of Teran whose unfriendly
attitude to the North Americans soon became apparent. Ward had
foreseen this and had acted accordingly. The British envoy had unleashed propaganda convincing the Mexican people of the avarice and
perfidity of its Northern neighbors and the effects of his actions were
irrevocable.1e Not that Ward would have had it any other way.
A policy of reconciliation between the Angl~American settlers in Texas
and the Mexican governmental officials would have been regarded by
Ward as an act of black treason against his own government. ]t was
Ward's purpose to increase, rather than decrease, the tensions and the
gulf between Victoria and his Angl~American subjects. ]t was Ward's
real triumph that the chasm he created was never bridged. Hence the
secret adversary played his part well. He had not involved Britain in
a direct confrontation with the United States or in the affairs of Texas.
]t was certainly not Ward's fault U:1at Wavell had not measured up to the
opportunity provided for him. In every other aspect of Texas-Mexican
aft'airs Ward had poisoned the relationships of Texas and Mexico so
subtly that never again would American immigrants be as welcome as
they had been before the arrival of the British charge de'affaires in
Mexico.
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FOOTNOTES
IThis study is based on letters, documents, and memoirs of Henry
George Ward found in the Foreign Affairs Section of the Public Records
Office, London, England, 60, 1-40, 1822-1827, hereinafter referred to as
F.O.50; on Henry George Ward's Mexico (Second edition, London, 1829).
The British Museum, the University of Texas Archives, the Hemeroteea and
Biblioteca in Mexico City were also utilized. This study was made possible
by a sabbatical granted the author by Austin College for the year 1963·
1964.
:!No satisfactory biography of Ward e:usts. W. F. Cody's "British Interest in the Independence of Mexico, 1809-1927," unpublished Ph.D. thesis,
University of London, 1954, was very helpful. Elmer W. Flaccus, l<Guad_
alupe Victoria, Revolutionary Patriot and First President of Me..'(ico, 17861843/' unpublished Ph.D. thesis, University of Texas, 1951; . Ray Gilmore, "Henr)' George Ward, British Publicist" in Pacific Historical Review,
Berkeley, California xxxn (February, 1963), emphasizes Ward's mining
connections; If Obituary of Henry George Ward" in London Times, Sept. 13,
1861; J. C. R. (initials only), "El Papel de Inglaterra/' in Boletin
Bibliograjico, Mexico D. F., Wednesday, April I, 1958, Nomero 130, p. 4;
Ward to Canning, Mexico, May 21, 1826, F.O. 60/13, No.3; Ward to
Canning, Mexico, June I, 1825, F.O. 50/13, No.5.
lIparton, Dorothy M., The Diplomatic Career 01 Joel Roberts Poinsett,
(Washington, D.C., 1934), is an able defense of Poinsett; J. Fred Rippy,
Rivalry of the United States and Great Britain over Mexico (Baltimore,
Maryland, 1929), passim.; Charles R. Salit, "Anglo American Rivalry in
Mexico, 1823-1830" in Revista de Historia de America, Mexico City,
No. 16, Dec. 1943; Poinsett to Clay, No.1, Despachos, Vo1. I, State De-partment Bureau of Indexes and Archives, Quoted by J. D. R. IfEI Papel
de Inglaterra," p. 4.

·Ward to Canning, Mexico, Nov. 5, 1825, F.O. 50/15, No. 54; Ward to
Canning, Mexico, Dec. 10, 1825, F.O. 50, No. 64.
IILuis Chavez Orozco, "Un Esfuerzo de Mejico por la Independencia
de Cuba" in Archivo Historico Diplomatico lI1exicano, Mexico, 1930, passim;
Ward to Canning, Mexico, May 29, 1826, F.O. 50/21, Nos. 2 and 3.
oWard to Canning, Mexico, March 19, 1825, F.O. 50/20, No. 18: "I
cannot believe that His Majesty's Government would agree to let the
N. Americans take possession of a province which would give them com·
mand of the Guelph (sic) of Me.,<ico." Ward to Canning, Mexico, Nov. 6,
1825, F.O. 60/16, No. 64.
7Ward to Joseph Planta, Undersecretary of State, Mexico, August 22,
1825, F.O. 50/14, No. 27; Ward to Channing, Mexico, Sept. 19, 1825, F.O.
60/14, No. 34.
'Ward to Channing, Mexico, August 12, 1825, F.O. 50/14, No. 25.
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"Ward to Canning, Mexico, No,'. 5, 1825, F.O. 50/15, No. 54.
llWard to Canning, Mexico, Sept. 6, 1825, F.O. 50/15. No. 32. Ward's
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ASHBEL S~flTH AND THE MEXICAN STEAMERS
STANLEY SIEGEL

E,"ery casual student of diplomacy of the Civil War is familiar with
the crisis resulting from the construction of Confederate Hironclads" in
British shipyards. After threatening the most serious consequences. Charles
Francis Adams on behalf of the Union was able to stop the practice, but
not before the A labama. Florida, S1uHlandoah and others had done much
damage to Northern Shipping. As minister, Adams readily admitted the
arguments which he relied upon in his discussions with the Foreign
Office had already been clearly stated by Ashbel Smith while representing
the Republic of Texas as Minister to England and France.
\Vhe" in March, 1842, Smith left to take up residence in London, he
had no inkling of what would pro\"e to be his chief concern. His instructions, draCted by Secrelary of State Anson Jones, stressed the necessity of
securing Quick ratification oC a treaty oC amity and commerce between
England and Texas and of an agreement providing for the mutual suppression of the African sla\·e trade. Most importantly, Smit.h was to work
for friendly British mediation in the donnant military struggle between
the Republic and Mexico which was threatening to grow hot once again.
Matters of relatively minor importance which should engage his attention
were the recognition of Texas by Spain and encouragement to emigrants
from England, France, Gennany and Belgium who might wish to settle
in Texas. l
Once settled at London, Smith approached hi.s work in a pessimistic
mood. Writing to James Reily, the Republic's charoe d'affaires in the
Uni.ted States, Smith complained:
til have found Texas in exceeding bad repute here. We come in
for an ample share of the dislike held for every Americanbesides our own sins we have to answer Cor. The Anti-Slavery
feeling pre-vades every class and is very active. The sympathy of
the English people and the present interests of English commerce are in Cavor of ~Iexico.'~
The diplomat was also distressed because of his belief that British policy
was basically p~:Mexican in that England would prefer to see a strong
Mexico as a counterweight to the United States. Perhaps overstating
the case, he also seems to have felt. that the Earl of Aberdeen, the
Foreign Secretary, was personally unfriendly.
Less than a month after Smith took up residence in London, a contract was negotiated between Thomas Murphy, Mexican minister to Great
Britain, and the shipbuilding firm of Lizardi and Company. The contract specified that two vessels of war would be builtj the Guadaloltpe
was to be constructed in the company's yards at Liverpool and would
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be completed first, and the Montezuma would be built at London to be
delivered later. Both were to be iron war-ships of advanced design for
that time. Although it was not specified as such in the contract, it was
understood that the crews would be recruited in England and the ships
would be commanded by officers in the British navy who had secured leaves
of absence for that express purpose.- British holders of Mexican bonds,
some of whom were enthusiastic abolitionists, were the securities of the
Mexican Embassy at London for the building of the naval craft.·

Smith cUd not refer to the vessels in his first audience with the Earl
of Aberdeen, but he was already enough concerned about the question
to mention it in his initial dispatch to his own government. Noting that
he would wait until ratification of the treaties had been completed, he
indicated that at that point he would protest the construction of the
ships. Should this prove ineffectual, Smith then felt that "imperative prudence" cUctated the establishment of a blockade of the Mexican coast to
prevent the steamers from reaching their destination. 5 A blockade, never
continuously effective, had actually already been established by the Republic as part of the troubled military situation in 1842.
On May 31, Smith in an interview with Aberdeen officially requested
that the government intervene to prevent the construction of ships for
Mexican use. Disclaiming any knowledge of such activity, Aberdeen replied that a fonnal protest on the matter would not be favorably received.
Apparently Smith also received the impression that the Foreign Office
would have no objections if the Republic made arrangements for ves.sels to be employed against Mexico. In the diplomat's eyes, the government appeared anxious to curry favor with the shi~buHders at any cost.'
Not content with merely filing objections, Smith detennined on some
private sleuthing. Writing to Anson Jones, he gave this careful description of his activities:
One of these Steamers called the Montezuma is lying in one
of the India Docks near London. Strangers are not pe.nnitted
to visit her. I however examined her pretty closely and carefully
on the 29th May. She measured upwards of one thousand tons
burthen, draws about 10 feet of water, is very stout and admirably constrncted as a vessel of war. I think we have no vessel
in our navy which single handed could cope with the Montezuma
if well officered and appointed. T
Although Smith was unable to go to Liverpool, his enthusiasm for
keeping watch on the shipbuilding activities did not flag. Getting in
touch with a "Mr. Russell," whose son had recently returned from Texas,
the Minister was soon receiving reports of the Guadaloupe. According
to his infonnant, she was a "fonnidable vessel, superior to the finest
built by Mr. Laird.." As for annament, "her two deck guns are. on swivels-fore and aft-and 69 pounders, and I observed on the deck a row of balls
as large as a good sized pumpkin.'" Smith also learned that the Guad·
aloupe would be commanded by a British officer, recently promoted. for
gallantry, who had considerable experience with iron vessels.
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Repeated protests to the Foreign Office ultimately resulted in the first
official statement of the British position. Aberdeen insisted that his government had no real connection with the outfitting of the ships and that
a request to ann and equip them in British ports had been refused.
However, he pointed out that n3\'81 craft, once constructed., were simHar
to any other form of merchandise and could be sold to any country. The
Foreign Office also maintained that the purchase and export of anns was
lawful, and that sailors might enlist to serve in the navys of any nation.
Officers who pursued such a course, however, did so at the risk of losing
their commissions.& Smith, calculating Aberdeen's repeated denial of any
official connection with the construction of the vessels, decided against
pressing the point at this time.
Instead the Texan changed his strategy. Writing to a member of the
opposition in Parliament, mith requested that the matter be brought up
in a formal question, thus subjecting the actions of the Foreign Office
to debate and scrutin)'. Tn addition to this, Smith enlisted the aid of his
colleague, the United States l\Jinister Edward Everett, in future audiences with Aberdeen. Such assistance was forthcoming. though it was
never particularly enthusiastic. Finally, legal counsel was engaged in
the event that political and diplomatic pressure should prove futile.
Richard Cobden, noted friend of the Union during the Civil War,
agreed to raise the question of the steamers in Parliament. Tn response
to his query, Sir Robert Peel replied for the go\·ernment. He acknowledged that two vessels were being fitted out for the service of Mexico, but
indicated that a request that they be manned with British seamen and
commanded by British office.rs had been rejected. Peel stressed that if
hostilities did break out again between the Republic and Mexico, it was
the government's intention to maintain a strict neutralit)". The debate did
not generate much excitement on either side, but Smith felt that the
tone of some anti-slavery statements made during the session indicated
a general bias toward Texas. 1o
The information which Smith received (rom his solicitors was equally
gloomy. In their opinion any effort to prevent the sailing of the ships
would eventually fail. They recognized that the statement of ownership,
which listed the steamers as belonging to British subjects until the vessels arrived in Mexico, was only a subterfuge, but this fact alone would
not prevent the departure of the ships. Within the meaning of the Foreign Enlistment Act, the Guadaloupe and Montezuma were private property and unarmed, and even though it might be known that they were
destined for Mexican use, the British Government had no legal right to
interfere.
On September 13, 1842, legal arguments were heard seeking to prevent
the Montezuma from embarking from the yards at London as a violation of the Foreign Enlistment Act. A decision was soon reached j the
ship was allowed to sail, but only after her crew had been reduced and
her guns had been taken off. Smith believed that the Montezuma would
be followed by another vessel, and once the ships had gotten safely out
to sea, the military stores would be placed on board again and the size
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of the crew increased. The diplomat lamented the decision of the Lords
of the Treasury as a "mere farce," and since the Guadaloupe had previously sailed from Liverpool unchallenged and "armed to the teeth,"
all Smith's efforts appeared to have been to no avaiI.11
Nevertheless, the envoy doggedly continued to press his case. Writing
to Aberdeen shortly after the adverse finding, Smith insisted that the
removal of the annament and the reduction of the crew of the Monte.
Z1una would serve no real purpose since deception would be practiced.
He claimed that the violation of British law had been purposeful and
not unintentional, as had been alleged in the judicial proceeding, and
observed that since armament had to be removed as a condition precedent to sailing, there had been an admitted violation from the very
beginning in the anning of the vessel. 12
Aberdeen's reply was significant in that for the first time there was
an admission that Her Majesty's Government might be partially at Cault.
He noted that the purpose of the Foreign Enlistment Act was not to
give enemy nations the right to check each other's warlike designs and
preparations in British ports, but to give the government the power o'C
controlling the acts of its own subjects in regard to foreign powers.
However, Aberdeen emphasized that the statute conferred upon the Crown
a discretionary power to detennine whether an infraction was serious
enough to warrant action in the courts. Here was an inference that a
violation of the statute may have occurred, and that the Foreign Office
was remiss in not urging prosecution. u Perhaps seeking to compensate for
his derelict performance, Aberdeen infonned Smith that if alter the vessels reached Mexican waters they should take on the character of ships
of war and cease being merchant craft, then the officers in command
would be recalled and dismissed from the British service. This pledge was
of little comfort once the steamers had been cleared for departure.
At this juncture Smith's patience was further tried by the arrival in
England of James Hamilton. This curious figure of Texan diplomacy
bore the title HGeneral" because oC his role in the South Carolina secession
crisis of 1832, when he was temporarily placed in command of the state
militia. He had made the cause of Texas his own and was a sincere
friend of the Republic, but his interfering nature caused him to be
cordially disliked by many. Immediately upon coming to London he interested himself in the question of the ships. Writing to Aberdeen during the litigation concerning the Montezuma, he urged that the Admiralty
be instructed to intercept the Guadaloupe which had already sailed. Hamilton stressed that the latter vessel represented a more flagrant offense
under the Foreign Enlisbnent Act since it had begun its voyage with
its annament all mounted on deck and with no effort made at concealment. Angered at this meddling, Smith rejected all personal communication with Hamilton, and to the latter's suggestion that letters of marque
be issued authorizing the capture of the Guadaloupe, the answer was a
curt reIusal.
However, this did not contain the impetuous Hamilton. On his own
authority he published a manifesto to the "Senior Officer of Her Majesty's
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Navy on the Cuba station at Havanoah" stating that the Gua.da.loupe was a legitimate prize even though she had been cleared by Customs. It would be easier to capture her, Hamilton cautioned, if the vessel
were allowed to pass the Morro Castle and was thus beyond the interference of Spanish authorities. The effort would be well worth it since,
"She cost u£80,ooO-a bona /ide valuable and sure prize if you strike at
once."H
Hamilton was also writing at this same time to Secretary of State
Anson Jones. One can imagine the shock to Smith's diplomatic aplomb
when Hamilton's letter was forwarded to him and he read of a plan,
'lior procuring one of the fastest iron steamers in the United Kingdom
... throwing an adequate crew on board of her, as soon as the MontezumQ.
cleared the Channel, to lay her aboard, and carry her by Boarding pike
and Cutlass."u Fortunately for Smith's sanity this was the final instance
of intervention on Hamilton's part. Losing interest in the question, he
returned to Texas shortly thereafter.
Once the Guadaloupe had been permitted to sail, Smith concentrated his
efforts on preventing the departure of the Montezuma. In successive
audiences at the Foreign Office, Smith stressed the following contentions:
(1) that England had insisted on compensation for damages oone to British
shipping by privateers outfitted in the United States in 1793; (2) that the
United States had held Americans who served in such privateering crews
to be indictable under the law; (3) snd" that England, herself, in 1829 had
refused to allow Portuguese subjects to proceed on unarmed ships bound
for Portugal to take part in an uprising there. 1' The Texas envoy was
convinced that these historical precedents sustained his position, but
Aberdeen remained obdurate. Though detained for a month by Treasury
officials, the Mon.tezumCl was then permitted to sail, stripped of most of
her equipment, .and the crew reduced to meet the requirements of an ordinary mel'chant vessel. l1
Throughout this period of steady agitation, Smith seems to have had
little encouragement from President Houston. Other matters, such as the
controversy over the permanent location of the capital of the Republic,
and the wisdom of an offensive campaign across the Rio Grande, crowded
in on the Chief Executive's attention. In Houston's only known comment
on the affair, he observed that perhaps the Minister had been over-zealous
in his actions. There is a tone of gentle chiding in Houston's awareness that
it would be impossible to coerce the British into a recognition of their
responsibilities as a neutral power. The President noted that when dealing
with the British, the foUowing was a good rule to adopt: "When we get
our hand in the Lion's mouth, my rule is to get it out, just as easily as
Possible, but not to strike the Lion on the nose."I' The mild approach in
Houston'a letter must have led Smith to feel that he had expended too
much time and effort on a cause that was destined to turn out unsuccessfully.
In retrospect, however, the diplomat from Texas believed that his labors
had been of some consequence. Speaking to the members of the Galveston
Historical Society in 1876, he apparenUy still had the matter on his mind.

East Texas Historical Journal

21

Referring to the trouble-filled year of 1842, Smith pointed out that conditions in the Republic had been most grave. Financial difficulties and internal
political factionalism would have made Texas a likely victim if there had
been a vigorous Mexican attacL But, as Smith informed his listeners:
uMexico was not ready. Serious delay had been imposed on the sailing of
the war steamers-restrictions had been laid on their commander~-when
at length these vessels reacl1ed Vera Cruz, they were not anned, supplied,
manned and officered, as it had been arranged they should be."IB Though
Smith may have o\'eremphasized the importance of the steamers to the
proposed Mexican war effort in 1842, there is no doubt that his persistence
and tenacity served the Republic well.
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TACOGDOCHES

ROBERT L. AND PAULINE JONES

During 1836 Nacogdoches, the Sabine, and East Texas came to be for
people of the l;nited States more than strange names and unfamiliar loca·
tions on a map. The revolution in Texas aroused sympathy in the States and
seemed to give the administration an opportunity to improve its image at
home and perhaps secure territory it had heretofore sought without success.
Washington realized any plan made on the Potomac would emphasize the
significance of the unmarked boundary from the Gulf to Red River. Therefore, General Edmund P. Gaines, in command of the Western Department
of the Army, was ordered to assume supervision of the situation along
this border. In his effort to carry out instructions, promote his own as
well as what he believed to be the will of the public, and the personal desire
of the President, he stationed troops at Nacogdoches. This resulted in a
diplomatic break with l\lexico, a bit of political legerdemain by President
Jackson, and revived, as a public issue, the long-standing rivalry among the
ranking generals of the army.
The United States and Mexico had not found a basis for the cordial
relationship each had expected when the latter became an independent
republic. Nevertheless, on April 5, 1831, they signed a treaty of Amity,
Commerce and Navigation, the 33l'd article of which provided that the two
governments would strive to maintain peace and harmony among the
Indians Hwho inhabit the lands adjacent to the lines and rivers which form
the boundaries of the two countries." The better to attain this objective,
each "expressly" agreed to prevent Indians living in its territory from
committing hostilities against either citizens or of Indians living within
the other's jurisdiction. This provision was destined to be most troublesome. 1
With the outbreak of the Texas Revolution, Indians in the northeast
who had long sought, without success, recognition of legal title to the land
on which they lived, appeared to be presented an improved bargaining
position. Since Mexico had least to lose, it seemed logical, to the AngloSaxon mind, that she could afford to make greater concessions. Acting upon
this assumption, the provisional government and many private citizens in
Texas appealed to the United States for help of any and every description.
Especial emph~sis was placed upon the prevention of Indians crossing the
border to aid Mexico. 2 Great sympathy as well as a desire to aid was found
in the southern states. To assure the public that the government was aware
of conditions, on December 7, 1835, President Jackson reported to Congress that a policy of strict neutrality had been adopted in regard to the
situation in Texas and 'lit has been thought necessary to apprise the Government of Mexico that we should require the integrity of our territory to
be scrupulously respected by both parties."3
Washington, sensitive. to public opinion, concluded that Mexican authorities might seek to recruit Indians along the unmarked Arkansas-Louisiana
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boundary to help crush the insurrection. Some of these lived or had. recently
lived in the United States, therefore, their use in a military capacity would
be a violation of the treaty. Since General Gaines was at the time directing
the war against the Seminoles, a Jetter dated January 22, 1836, from the
office of the Adjutant General called his attention to the situation.• The
following day Secretary of War Lewis Cass sent him orders to repair to a
position near the westem boundary of Louisiana and assume personal
direction of all troops along that frontier. He was told it was the duty of
the United States to "remain entirely neutral and. to cause their neutrality
to be respected." For this purpose the 6th regiment was to be ordered t.o
Ft. Jesup. These with troops in Western Louisiana and the country beyond
the Mississippi and south of the Missouri, he was advised, might be used
to enforce the administration's decision.:;
The order reached General Gaines at New Orleans on March 28. He set
out for his new post immediately and from Baton Rouge the following day
wrote the Secretary of War that if he found "any disposition on the part of
the Mexicans or their red allies to menace our frontier, I cannot but deem
it my duty to . . . anticipate their lawless movements, by crossing our
supposed or imaginary national boundary, and meeting the sa\·age marauders where\'er to be found in their approach toward our frontier." In
case the department approved, he would need mounted volunteers. 6
On his way toward the front, Gaines heard alarming reports of Indien
hostilities. April 4 he arrived at Natchitoches and the following day sent
Lieutenant Joseph Bonnell to the Caddo village in search of infonnation. At
the same time he ordered commanders at Ft. Towson and Ft. Gibson to turn
back any Texans or Mexicans who might attempt to cross the boundary,
also to prevent, as far as possible, Indians living in the United States from
joining in the hostilities.;
On April 8, Gaines wrote Secretary Cass that he had ordered six or
eight companies of the 7th infantry at Ft. Gibson to sen'ice between
Ft. Towson and Ft. Jesup. He also reported calls upon the governors of
Louisiana, Mississippi, and Tennessee for a brigade each and the governor
of Alabama for a battalion of \·0Iunteers. 8 He explained to the go\~ernors
that the President considered it the duty of the Cnited States. in accordance \vith treaty obligations, flto remain entirely neutral and cause their
neutrality to be respected-peaceably, if possible; forcibly if necessary."
To implement this decision he informed the various tribes along the border,
also those on the Red and Arkansas rivers, that the United States was
dete.nnined to prevent any incursion into Texas. He called upon the chiefs
to warn their people of the necessity for a scrupulous adherence to terms
of the treaty of 1831, :md explained that he would not hesitate to use the
forces under his command to prevent further violation or to punish that
which had already occurred. o
Manuel Flores, General Gaines believed, was commissioned by Mexican
authorities to persuade the lndians to join in a war of extermination. He
had inionnation that this agent had recently been on Red river and produced considerable e."(citement among the Caddoes and other tribes, some
of whom had crossed into Texas. These events made it necessary for him
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to decide whether or not to stop the movement by force before the whites
on both sides of the boundary were placed at the mercy of the savages.
Since it would take at least a month, which might prove fatal to a large
section of the frontier, to submit the issue to the President, and since
General Gaines believed he knew what President Jackson would say, he d~
dded to move ahead when a sufficient number of mounted men were
available 10
Reports of atrocities continued to reach Natchitoches. Early in the
morning of April 14, General Gaines was infonned that some 1500 to 2000
Indians had joined about 1000 mounted Mexicans, said to be the detachment whleb Colonel Travis's servant Jo had reported left San Antonio after
the faU of the Alamo, taking the Bastrop road. Four days earlier the
combined force was rnmored to have ucamped about 60 miles from Nacog·
doches and 30 north of the road leading from that place to Trinity." It
was supposed at least 300 families lived along the route this enemy was
reported following. l l Immediately upon receipt of the infonnation, General
Gaines ordered five companies of the 3rd and 8th companies of the 6th
infantry to move from Ft. Jesup to the Sabine river, "where they went
into encampment on the site of Wilkinson's former camp," the place des·
ignated thereafter as Camp Sabine. These troo?S carried thirty-five rounds
of ammunition and twelve days rations; they also had two field pieces
with seventy-five rounds of ammunition for each. t2
The General followed the troops and estahlished his headQuart..e.rs at
the camp. Along the road he "met several hundred Texians women and
children with some men retiring under the influence of great panic."
Most of these, he learn~d, were from the neighborhood of Nacogdoches,
fleeing from the reported victorious Mexicans aIld their red allies. Upon
reaching the Sabine, he was surprised to hear no confirmation of additional
Indian hostilities. He learned of only one man's baving been killed and
the circumstances, as reported, did not indicate a spirit of general hostility.
He decided to hold the troops east of the river but to warn the Indians,
especially the Cherokees, through their chief Bowles, that the United
States would punish them if they attacked settlers along either side of
the boundary. 11
In the meantime, Lieutenant Bonnell had visited the Caddoes and learned
that Flores had been at the vitlages seeking to persuade the Indians to attack t..'le Te.xans. They had refused, saying they wished to live in peace and
since all Americans were kin, if the redmen attacked those on one side
of the boundary those on the other side would come and destroy them.
Gaines received Bonnell's report on April 20. The same day he wrote
Cass of the faU of the Alamo, uthe runaway scrape," and Houston's
retreat. The Mexican successes, be was convinced would encourage more
Indian hostility.1t
Since little unfriendly action by the Indians could be observed, he
feared the administration's policy might be questioned, the movement of
troops criticized and demands made that the call for volunteers be rescinded.
To guard against such possibilities, General Gaines wrote the Secretary of
War justification lor what had been done. He pointed out that Flores
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was a "zealous and efficient" agent seekin,K to encourage the savages

to strike. Some oC the Caddoes were admittedly hesitant but most of the
warriors were away, reported to be hunting, but a number of circumstances
indicated they might be gathering with other and more numerous tribes
on the upper branches of Red River where \\-;th mounted Comanches
they could descend upon settlements along the Sabine and Neches rivers.
Such a move in cooperation with the Cherokees would demoralize the
frontier by destroying hundreds of lives and millions DC dollars worth of
property. [n view of these facts, Gaines urged that it was highly desirable
for his plan to be pursued and the volunteers be on the frontier as soon
after May 1 as possible. By that time grass would be sufficient. supplemented with a little com, to sustain the horses. This was also the season
when water and weather were most favorable for the troops and the
Indians were most vulnerable.l~
To those familiar with Indian warfare, there were other arguments
that supported the proposed concentration. The earliest possible rendezvous
was desirable, for in fighting the redmen, experience had proved that the
best plan was to employ a sufficient number of mounted troops to cap·
ture or punish the first offenders. Most people on the frontier believed
that should there be no fighting the presence of dragoons would be
helpful since they would encourage a spirit of caution in the Indians,
confidence in the settlers, and pro,,;de experience for the troops. All these
were needed, perhaps the last was the greatest weakness in the military,
for it was almost totally without topographical information essential
in border warfare. 1lI
It appears that General Gaines correctly interpreted the will of the government, for before his report reached Washington, he was authorized
to extend activities into the disputed territory. In a letter dated April
25, in reply to his of March 29, the Secretary of War notified him that
the Mexican government had been told the army should take such position
as would enable it to preserve the territory of the United States and
Mexico from Indian outrages as well as protect the territory of the
United States from violation by Mexicans, Te.'Cans, or Indians. Under no
circumstances, however, was a station to be taken beyond "Old Fort
Nacogdoches which is within the United States as claimed by Washington." In case troops did go beyond the boundary, they would be withdrawn when the line was located. Cass wrote Uhut you will please observe,
that this permission will not be exercised unless you find such an advanced position necessary to afford due security to the frontier in consequence of the unsettled state of things beyond you.u n
Directions from Washington were broad and the General indicated
no desire to operate within narrow limits. On May 4 Secretary eass
wrote him that his call for volunteers had been approved, and since the
theater of operations was so far from the seat of govemment, much would
be left to his discretion. He was told, however, to keep in mind the two
objectives of his mission: first, the protection of the frontier; and second,
a strict performance of the neutral duties of the United States. He was
cautioned to be careful to do nothing which would give just cause of
offense to any other government and at the same time not permit the
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frontier to "be invaded by any force whatever!' He was to warn all
concerned that he would use his best effort to keep any troops from "marching toward our frontier" and if such attempt were made, he would "repel
and disperse it."18
Gaines had determined to make sure his intentions and movements were
neither misunderstood nor misinterpreted below the border. On April 25,
he addressed letters to the commanders-in-chief of the Mexican and Texan
armies. He wrote that he was on the frontier to restrain the Indians
residing within the United States from crossing the unmarked boundary
and from committting depredations upon either side of the line, also to
maintain the neutrality of the United States. E. A. Hitchcock, acting
Inspector General, was selected to deliver the message and he was
authorized to "freely communicate the powers, views and purposes of the
commanding General." He was specifically instructed to warn the commanders against "any movement 1'n arms across the Sabine bay, or any
of the principal water courses emptying into that bay, or across the country
lying north thereof, and between the said waters and the Red River near
Fort Towson; or across any other part of the said unmarked or supposedly
marked boundary line between the United States and Mexico." He was further authorized to inform the commanders that employment of "Indians belonging to, 01' usually residing in the nations or tribes residing on the
United States side of the above mentioned boundary line," would bring
the entire American force against them and such summary punishment
inflicted "upon the Indians as well as those who may be found acting
with and aiding them as shall afford to the said frontier inhabitants
that protection and security from the cruelties of savage war, which the
laws of war and civilized nations warrant." General Gaines was to be
represented as believing these measures were expressly provided for in
the 33rd article of the treaty between the United States and Mexico. lIl
By April 28 Gaines had received reliable reports of the battle of San
Jacinto and of rumors that the Indians were disposed to return to their
villages and plant corn. This changed the situation and he withdrew the
call for volunteers.":!o The capture of Santa Anna, the treaty of Velasco,
and the retreat of Mexican troops from Texas seemed to settle the issue.
General Gaines was well pleased with his handling of the situation and
believed he had prevented widespread Indian hostilities along the border. 21
Soon, however, it became known that authorities in Mexico City refused
to sanction the abandonment of Texas. General Jose Urrea replaced General Vicente FHisola in command of the army with orders to halt the
retreat, regroup the scattered forces and return to the fray. When this
information spread through Texas, Indian activities were again viewed
with apprehension. 22
When the Mexican troops assembled at Matamoros and displayed indications of renewing the war, the situation on the Sabine again changed.
General Gaines was convinced tribesmen had earlier committed depredations upon the frontier and that some of the maurauders were from the
United States. When renewed appeals from Texans began to pour into
Camp Sabine, he was convinced Mexicans were once more encouraging
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the tribesmen to take the war path. Infonnation regarding the destruction
of Ft. Parker on May 18 was received before the end of the month.
On Jt:.ne 16. Sterling C. Robertson addressed Gaines an anguished appeal:!''t
and on June 18 General Rusk, then at Victoria in command of the Texas
anny, forwarded an urgent request for help,:!4

General Gaines believed Texans wished to be annexed to the United
States and that President Jackson wanted to see this occur before he
left office. Personally he thought annexation a wise policy, good for all
concerned including "the whole people of the continent of America," and
he feared "embarrassing interference by foreign powers might result from
delaying our national action upon the subject to another session of Con·
gress!' Therefore, on June 28 he renewed the call for "olunteers and
sent Acting Inspector General E. A. Hitchcock to Washington to report
the facts and circumstances as they appeared on the frontier, including
the readiness of the army to proceed with any assignment it might be
given.:!:;
He was convinced the time for annexation had arrived and planned for
quick and decisive military action. He replied to Robertson's request for
help that it was not clear the Caddoes had taken part in the recent out·
rages but the evidence was sufficient to justify an investigation as soon
as the dragoons that he had ordered from Ft. Jesup arrived at Camp
Sabine. He also requested all available helpful facts such as place
designations with intervening distances, the names of individuals along
the roads who might supply information of topogrn hy as well as enemy
numbers a:ld locations.:!8
On July 10, 1836, Ge!leral Gaines addressed an order with an enclosure

to the "officers commanding the United States troops at or near Texas."
This went to Ft. Towson. It said that infonnation had been received
that among the Indians who had recently raided Rob~rtson's colony were
some members of tribes residing within the states of Arkansas and
Louisiana. Therefore, he deemed it proper, in order to learn to what
extend these Indians had participated in the attack and at the same time
to restrain future incursions into Texas to direct the officer's attention
to the matter. For these purposes the Commandant at Ft. Towson was
ordered to repair with the forces under his command to the "town of
N ac08'doches where he would from time to time be occasionally stationed. u:!;
The message was forwarded to Lieutenant-Colonel Wm. Whistler then
at Camp Benson near Ft. Towson in command ot the troops who had been
ordered from Ft. Gibson to duty between Ft. Towson and Ft. Jesup.
Whistler with three companies of dragoons and six companies of infantry
had le'Ct Ft. Gibson on May 8, and after a rough and tedious march of nine
days, a distance of 190 miles, encamped near Red River on the 17 where
they had remained awaiting further orders. They supposed their des·
tination would be the Sabine but were now directed to Nacogdoches where
]7,400 rations had been sent. This consisted of 17,000 rations of flour with
a "like quantity ot the small parts ot the rations together with 8,600
rations of pork, with authority for a supply of beef, sufficient to complete
the whole supply of 17,400 rations. UtA

East Texas Historical Journal

29

At Nacogdoches a position was to be taken that would "combine the
several advantages of st1'ength, health and comfort." The camp was to be
fortified by a small breastwork constructed oI light materials with block
houses at the opposite angles. The primary object of the occupation
was to enable General Gaines to carry into effect instructions from the
War Department dated May 12. If Colonel Whistler should find Indians
from the
niled Stales to be hostile, they were to be urged to return
to their villages and remain peaceful. But should these or "any other
Indians, or other anned forces, be found with a warlike attitude, or in
the act oI any decided hostility against the United States troops, or
against an)' oI the inhabitants of the frontier, or of the cUsputed territory
to the south, or east, or north of Nacogdoches, to employ force or otherwise restrain them from such hostility" and to notify the commanding
officer "of their position, 'Probable ?lumber and conduct." Whistler was
promised full cooperation and support of the troops at Ft. Towson and
Camp Sabine but was cautioned to attack only if hostility was demonstrated by conduct rather than by threats and always to be careful to
conform to the enclosure Irom the War Department.:!·
On July 11 Gaines' Order
o. 29 stated there were indications that
Indians in the area were making preparations for hostilities during the
summer and autumn. Upon this hypothesis all military movements along the
border were based and such activities were to be restrained by force if
necessary. To guard against surprise it was ordered that on any service ~
Quiring a detachment be sent on duty expected to last two days or more, no
less than 200 infantrymen nor 150 mou.nted troops were to be employed. 30
This precaution was dictated by experience gained fighting the Seminoles.
On July 31 the troops arrived at Nacogdoches. Portions of a letter published in the National Intelligence.,., September 15, 1836, describes the
march from Ft. Towson. The trip took two weeks. Part of the country
had never been traveled beIore except by men on horseback and as the
troops were encumbered with ox teams, it was necessary to cut a road
as they advanced. The distance covered was about 200 miles. Camp was
made on a low hill upon "which Nacogdoches partly stands." The "firing
of a small piece oI artillery on" their approach told of a favorable re~
ception. The residents were "extremely polite and obliging but many of
them have leIt the town in consequence of the hostile attitude of the
neighboring Indians, who are said to be so numerous, that some do not
consider the town safe notwithstanding the presence of United States
troops." The situation was greatly improved by the arrival of General Houston with his staff on the evening of August 3. The General was suffering
Irom the wound received at San Jacinto and was still on crutches but
his presence cheered and encouraged the townspeople. 't
Residents of Nacogdoches were pleased to have the troops stationed in
their midst. They recognized communications were poor, transportation
difficult, and that a shortage of provisions would create problems. Freight
(rom tatchitoches was contracted for, when teams and wagons were
available, at S3.50 per hundred pounds but there were few teams and
wagons as well as a scarcity of drivers. Two barrels of flour per day were
required Ior the troops and it was difficult to secure a continuous supply.
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Other provisions were likewise scarce and expensive. Local citizens wished
the soldiers to remain and Colonel Henry Raguet infonned the supply officer
that he would furnish some provisions at reduced prices. Beans and blackeyed peas he would provide for $1.50 per bushel, the contract price was $2.00
plus transportation; candles, one fourth wax, at 20 cents per pound, and
salt at $2.50 per bushel of fifty pounds."
General Gaines continued to strengthen his forces along the border while
awaiting what he confidently believed would be favorable action on the
Question of annexation. He was convinced the hostile attitude of the Indians
was a result of their belief that concentration of Mexican troops at Matamoros would lead to the Texans being driven back into the United States
or suffering extermination. A display of strength, he thought highly
desirable, therefore, he built at Camp Sabine a block house and eight
storehouses twenty feet square, laid in a supply of 2,290 bushels or corn,
and "155,000 rations of subsistence of e.xcellent quality,"' and wrote
the Secretary of War the best plan of attack was to march directly toward
the place where the Indian women and children were located. This would
bring the warriors from their hiding and assure a fight. u While these plans
were being readied, General Gaines was ordered, early in Ocober, to attend
a military court of inquiry at Frederick, Maryland. a•
The Mexican threat had not materialized, the Indians had not taken the
warpath, Washington had become cautious and no other military commander recognized a need for action. General Arbuckle at Ft. Towson, left
in command, saw no evidence of a threat of widespread Indian hostilities. J .5
There appeared to be no further political or military advantage to be
gained by continued occupation of Nacogdoches. The camp was plagued
with indifference and low morale. On August 9, the three ranking officers,
Colonel Whistler, Captain Tenor and Captain Perkins were ill. The block~
houses ordered constructed had not been built. The dragoons were Il encam ped
on a hill overlooking and commanding the town from the west," while
the infantry was stationed "within the precinct of the town,"SI Early
in September, Colonel Whistler reported there had ne"er been any disposition
on the part of the Indians to attack the U. S. troops and if there had eyer
been any intention to attack the Texans, it disappeared with the arrival
of the American soldiers. s; On October 13 he complained that his troops
had suffered a 400 mile march to afford protection to a foreign state. 38
On November 30 General Macomb reported as far as he could det.ennine
there were 428 United States regulars at Nacogdoches. 3D The detachment
was withdrawn on December 18, 1836. 4 1) The climate of public opinion
at Washington had changed and along the boundary the Indian menace
had become a domestic problem.

DIPLOMATIC BREAK WITH MEXICO
The concentration of troops on the border, the occupation of Nacog~
doches, and the suspected intentions or the administration and of General
Gaines raised questions that were reflected in the foreign policy and
politics of the American people. The well known sympathies of President
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Jackson and citizens throughout the l,;nited States for Texans and their
cause resulted in widespread disregard of the eutrality Act of 1818. In
the latter part of 1835 and early 1836 violations of the spirit if not the
letter of the law were frequent, general and flagrant but repeated warnings from the State Department and im'estigations by federal district
attorneys failed to halt aid going to Texas. f l
:\Iexican authorities were not satisfied that Washington was doing all
it could to maintain a neutral position. The situation was more difficult
because Mexico resented repeated efforts by the United States to buy the
province and indignantly rejected the claim that the Neches, not the Sabine,
was the boundary. President Jackson did nothing to allay suspicion when
in his message to Congress December 7, 1835, he reported having notified
l\'lexico that in the event of trouble, the boundary must be respected alike
by both the loyal and rebel regimes. Costillo, the Mexican envoy to Washington, inquired at the State Department if this meant the President
referred to boundaries other than those described in treaties between
the two governments."~ Secret3l'y Forsyth refused to discuss the statement
of the President, made to another branch of the government, with the
representatives of a foreign power.
Early in March, 1836, Manuel Edwardo Gorostiza appeared in the United
States as Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the Mexiean government. u He was an able and experienced diplomat and on April
4 complained to Forsyth about men being recruited and money subscribed
in some of the states for aid to Texas."" The Secretary directed federal
attorneys to see that the law was enforced but the looseness of the legislative language and the disposition of the public prevented successful
prosecution of seemingly obvious violations.
The boundary between the two nations had never been located and that
portion forming the western limits of Arkansas and Louisiana was in
dispute. Gorostiza leamed that General Gaines had been ordered to take
personal command and to concentrate troops along the border. On April
20 in a conference with Secretary of State Forsyth, he requested an
explanation."~

The Secretary entered into a long discourse on the subject. Gorostiza
said he was afraid he had not kept everything that was said in mind and
might have missed some of the points as they were presented in a foreign
language, therefore, requested a summary in writing. Forsyth agreed and
sent the envoy a memorandum. In this he declared that United States
citizens near Red River feared attacks by Indians from Me.xican territory
and hostilities by Indians living in the United States against people living
in Mex.ico. This had induced the government to send troops to the border
but Mexico need have no fear, for if in the perfonnance of his duties,
the commander crossed the line or occupied a position beyond what
Mexico supposed was the boundary, he would withdraw as soon as the
danger was passed. Washington had no intention of hostile action or
desire to establish a possession or claim. u
Gorostiza replied that sending troops to the border could be regarded
b)' his country only as intervention in its domestic affairs. To his own
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government he wrote the measure could be viewed in no other light
than aid to the Texas rebels and that he would never consent for the
Americans to occupy onc foot of Mexican soil. Should he learn the boundary
had been crossed, before receiving instructions on the subject, he would
lodge a formal protest and ask for his passport. 47
Forsyth supposed Gorostiza had failed to grasp his meaning and tried
to explain. He said troops might be advanced to a position supposed br
Mexico to be within its territory. This was meant to be reassuring for
he had stated if it occurred, the soldiers would be withdrawn when peace
was restored, as the United States had no wish or intention to interfere
in the domestic affairs of its neighbor.~" Gorostiza replied that he noted
with approval the assurances that United Stales troops would not take
a position on ground known to be be)fond United States limits. Then he
inquired if this were true, woulcJ it not follow logically that no position
would be occupied on ground previously possessed by )Iexico." U
His failure to be convincing and the adroitness of the :Uexican, nettled
Forsyth. He tried again, repeating what he had said in slightly different
words with additional emphasis.~" Gorostiza insisted that his arguments had
not been met nor his question answered. Therefore, nothing remained
but for him to notify his government in order that the Mexican commander might be given necessary instructions to deal with the situation
if General Gaines advanced beyond the known boundary line. til
On May 9, Gorostiza. returned to the subject. He inquired about a report
in the Globe that Secretary of War Cass on April 25 had authorized
General Gaines to advance to Nacogdoches, said to be within the limits of
the United States..\~ Fors)oth was irritated and replied at length emphasizing
that Gaines was not ordered to go to Nacogdoches, but rather not to go
beyond that point. He said this was an important distinction and the
language had been chosen carefully with the deliberate intention of avoiding misconstruction of the motive, which was to protect the frontier
against the Indians. In fulfillment of the treaty terms, however, he
declared troops might be sent to the very heart of )Iexico. Believing the
protest was founded upon the minister's \\;1 Cui contentiousness or mistaken conviction that the advance was to be used as a basis for a claim to
territory, he proceeded to remind Gorostiza that Mexico was not in
possess of the area near the boundary no matter where the line might
be when finally established, and claims of both countries were based upon
terms of a treaty which provided that the line would be located latcr
by a joint commission.:l3 Gorostiza refused to admit the troops oC a
friendly power were authorized to enter, of their own accord, territory
of a neighbor no matter how benevolent their objective. Such practice,
he declared, would destroy the principle of the independence of nations.~·"
The discussion appeared to be nearing a crisis when the news of San
Jacinto brought a change. Gorostiza realized his position had been weakened but he did not abandon it. On May 24 he protested against a
resolution introduced in Congress to recognize the independ nce of Texasllr;
Forsyth refused to discuss the subject and Gorostiza was quiet for a while
but on July 9 he was informed that his government was determined to
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prosecute the war in Texas and considered any agreement or promise
made by Santa Anna as null and ,·oid. Soon he heard that Gaines had
again received permission to OCCUP)' Nacogdoches. He inquired at the
State Department regarding the truth of the report. Forsyth replied that
he did not know but would ask the \VaT Department, and later he told
Gorostiz8 the 1"Umor was false. lI l!
On July 28 Gorostiza wrote Acting Secretary of State Dickins that he
had heard General Gaines had announced his intention to occupy Nacogdoches. He obsen'ed that it was a ""ery singular coincidence that only when
the Mexican troops were advancing in Texas. those accounts of the excesses
of Indians are invented or exaggerated, in order that they may, without
doubt, rench the ears of General Gaines." He also complained of a series
of unneutral acts on the part of United States citizens and asked that
this communication be laid before the President as the continuation of his
mission depended upon the answer/" A reply on August 1 defended the
Secretary of War in orderin~ General Gaines to go as Car as Nacogdoches
and reiterated the deetaralion that the United States sought only to
presen'e peace and order along the border/'~
On August 2, Gorostiza inquired if the government had confirmation
of reports that Genel1l1 Gaines had occupied Nacogdoches. IID He was told
the last disl)atches receivcd at the War Department indicated the General
was at Camp Sabine. Two days later. Augu t 4, he presented a strong
protest against the order authorizing the occupation of Nacogdoches; on
the same theory hc said, a :'o1exican general might occupy Natchitoches
to protect against Tndians that might be reported planning to enter
Mexico. en
He knew Gaines was authorized to occupy acogdoches but was unable
to learn whether troops had been sent to that position. He did learn that
authorization had been dispatched the day before Forsyth had told him
he was not informed on the subject. He wrote his government, HI think
that no commentaries are needed, to show the true character and value
of such conduct."111 Any confidence he might have had in the honesty and
integrity of the American administration \\'3fol completely destroyed.

•

With no expectation of influencing the action of the United States
government Gorostiz3 continued to call attention to alleged unneutral acts.
On September 10 he \note that he was convinced Nacogdoches had been
occupied and called for replies to his protests. G2 Tn a personal interview
September 23, Forsyth sought, without success, to allay the indignant
minister's apprehensions and two days latel" showed him parts of letters
from President Jackson to General Gaines in which the President di~
reeted wilhdl"3wal from Nacogdoches if the Indian menace was over.
However, if hostilities were threatened or in progress, he was authorized
Lo cnll 2000 volunteers from Arkansas and )1issouri and advance his entire
force to acogdoches or any other position more favorable for the protection of the fronticr. The letters specifically informed Gaines that he
was to act upon his own discretion based upon the information available
to him, bearing in mind the neutral position of his country.u
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Gorostiza knew he was achieving nothing and had lost hope of any
success but on October 1, he protested against United States military aid to
Te.xas and demanded a repl:r to his request Cor withdrawal of troops from
acogdoches.o• On October 13, Acting Secretary of State Dickins refused
to promise withdrawal. s:; Gorostiza realized the resources of diplomac:r
were exhausted and on October 15 asked for his passport. u
JACKSON'S CHANGE OF E)[PHASIS
President Jackson approved military action along the Arkansas-Louisiana
boundary when the revolt in Texas first came to his attention. This he
indicated in his annual message to Congress December 7, 1835, then
emphasized more strongly in March. 183G, when a letter from General T. J.
Green to Colonel J. B. Manny in command at Ft. Jesup reached him by way
of the Adjutant General's office. This was an appeal for protection against
Indians alleged to be crossing from the nited States to Texas. Jackson
wrote on the letter a message to the Secretary of War directing him
to give instructions immediately to the commanding officer at Ft. Jesup
to flarrest all individuals who under the order of General Santa Anna,
are engaged in exciting Indians to war. and to notify all concerned that
aU his militar)' forces will be employed to put down or support our
neutrality."e.
The administration decided to mobilize enough troops to enforce its
will along the border. General Gaines was placed in command and forwarded instructions by Secretary of War Cass dated April 25, 1836 authorizing him to occupy Nacogdoches if in his opinion it seem advisable.o ol
On April 8. before Cass' letter was written, Gaines called on the governors
for volunteers,09 and by order of the President, the call was approved
before Congress enacted the necessary legislation. 70 Details of this action
soon became known and from numerous quarters questions and criticism
appeared.

iles Register, ::'i1a)' 7, stated that General Gaines appeared to feel
called upon to prevent Indians from taking part in the war then raging
in Texas. He was quoted as saying orders from the President required
him "to remain entirely neutral and to cause that neutrality to be respected." The editor observed that the General could interpret his orders
to authorize military action as far west as the Sabine and if he did
so, war with Mexico might be precipitated. The conclusion of such a
conflict could not be foreseen and "we trust that however strong sympathies in favor of our countrymen who are emigrants in Texas may be,
nothing \\;11 be done by an American officer to tarnish the high character
of the United States for national propriety and good faith." This was
the first mention in the Register of the situation, and it did not go unnoticed at Washington. Tl
The next issue was more severe in its crit.cism and attacked the President
directly. It declared the Texas question had assumed an entirely new
aspect so far as the United States was concerned. The Executive had
undertaken to claim territory over which the Mexican government had
theretofore exercised jurisdiction, including "Old Fort Nacogdoches" and
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had ordered General Gaines to cross the Sabine and occupy that post. In the
opinion of this paper, under no construction of the treaties could United
States boundaries be considered to include Nacogdoches. The editor felt
"so clear indeed is this question that no person, even moderately acQuainted with the geographr of the country on both sides of the Sabine
would any more regard the Neches as the main stream of the Sabine
than they would the Shenandoah as the main stream of the Potomac or
the Juaniata as that of the Susquehannah." The hope was expressed that
Mexico would not resort to war but under no construction of treaties
could the l:nited States boundaries be considered to include Nacogdoches.
In the opinion of the editor, he would be wanting in his duty to his
readers "if he did not warn them of the imminent danger of the nation
being involved in a war which could not be otherwise than disasterous
to the western frontier no matter how fortunate we may be in its prosecution or victorious in termination." So long as there were no "latent
ulterior purposes" there was no objection on the part of the Register to
any measure to protect the frontier but t.his had the appearance of a mask
for conquest.;:
Criticism spread and on May la, the National lntelligencer published
a letter written by General l\'lacomb dated April 25, in which he questioned General Gaines' judgment in calling upon the governors for volun·
teers. The letter was assumed to give the true picture, and editorially the
paper attacked the administration's policy.·:t Criticism in Congress was also
increased and its overall strength was not easy to determine. 14 The administration was impressed. If Macomb's letter presented the real situation, the President feared a mounting crusade of opposition and it was
decided this might be prevented by a restatement of policy designed to
end criticism in the press, discussion in Congress, and to rally the public
to the administration's support. Information on the situation in the President's possession had been called for by Congress. A reply was withheld
and on May 12, Secretary Cass wrote General Gaines that the President
wished him to act with great caution and in no way compromise the nation's neutrality. If Indians were not then employed along the border,
there was no need to pass beyond territory heretofore occupied by the
United States. In any event he was not to advance unless circumstances
showed the step necessary for the protection of United States territory
and then to return across the line as soon as the situation would permit. is
There could be little if any criticism of such policy and on May 14 the
correspondence, including this letter, was sent to Congress. The procedure
was effective, criticism abated.
Policy wa~ not changed but an element of caution had been introduced.
On July 11, however, Secretary Cass replied to Gaines' letter of the
previous June 7, saying that if the General considered it necessary he
might advance as far as Nacogdoches without hesitation since the President approved.':· This was directly contrary to the impression conveyed
by the letter of May 12. Jackson had seen danger signals and when Gaines
renewed his call for volunteers, the Chief Executive took measures to
forestall a revival of criticism.17
Delays incidental to the adjournment of Congress and the President's trip
to Tennessee afforded. the needed time for deliberate action. Jackson decided
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to halt recruiting of volunteers in the states where there was the greatest
enthusiasm for the Texas cause and most persistent demands for annexation. This would tend to reduce consideration of the subject where there
was most pressure (or action. On August 5 from the Hermitage, Jackson
wrote Governor Cannon of Tennessee that he believed the sanction of so
large a mobilization as called fOT b). General Gaines would furnish )Iexico
reasons for supposing the United States might be persuaded by inadequate
cause to overstep the line of strict neutrality. He criticized Cannon for
assuming that authorization for a requisition in May applied equally to
another in June and declared Gaines had based the latest call upon
obligations inconsistent with the administration's policy.18
Writing apparently for public view, Jackson told Cannon "should Mexico
insult our flag, invade our ten'itory or interfere with our citizens in their
lawful pursuit then the Government would promptly repel the insult and
take speedy reparation for the injury." No such offense, he s<'\id, had
been committed or believed by General Gaines to have been committed.
Before he left Washington, he asserted, the Secretary of War had been di·
rected to infonn General Gaines of a new plan that had been made under
the Volunteer Act approved by the last session of Congress. This gave
Gaines the authority, in case of need, to call up 1000 men from each of the
states of Arkansas and ;\Jissouri, at the same time \\;thdrawing authority
for requisitions upon the other governors. He belie\'ed there were no reasons to justify fear of extensive Indian hostilities but should more troops
be needed, they could be called from Ohio, Indiana, flIinois and Kentucky.':"l!
Critics were again silenced. On August 20 an editorial in Niles Re!li~tel'
stated that the letter was "dignified and appropriate and must disabuse
the public mind as to the alleged sentiments and conduct of that functionary in the contest of the Texians with Mexico." It had appeared
from reports by General Gaines that he was acting with the sanction and
upon the advice of the President, this was now proved not be be the
case. 80 The National Intelligencer was quoted as saying "we consider
the document to be of an importance scarcely inferior to that of the
proclamation of neutrality of 1793."81
Jackson's ultimate goal had not changed. He wanted Texas; he also
wanted Van Buren to succeed him at the White House; and he was waiting
for a report from Henry Morfit, his agent in Texas. His reasons for halting
troop concentration on the border were: first, he feared criticism would
hurt Van Buren's chances of being ele<:ted; second, he did not want to
make the annexation of Texas more difficult by giving opponents grounds
for opposition; and third, he believed Texas was in no immediate danger
of being conquered by a weak, divided, and discouraged Mexico. Unlike
General Gaines, he did not think it absolutely necessary to annex Texas
during the life of the present Congress. '12
On September 4 the President wrote General Gaines that his policy was
as it had always been, strict neutrality "unless the necessity exists, unless
there are actual disturbances of the peace on the frontier, or a moral certainty that the Indians in hostile array for the purpose are drawing the
means of operation from the territory of Mexico the occupation of an
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advanced post in that territory by our troops must be avoided."u Before
this message was sent, Jackson received the letter Gaines had written
Secretary Cass on July 21 in which he described reports of renewed
activities by Indians in Texas. In reply the President authorized the
General if the statements were true, to occupy Nacogdoches with his
entire command. s4
Jackson conveyed one impression to the public and an entirely different
one to General Gaines. The technique was successful and General Gaines
did what he could to promote the cause of annexation and the public lauded
the President for his finn stand in protecting American rights and preserving "strict neutrality."

JEALOUS GENERALS
Military activity along the Texas border added fuel to an ancient controversy among the generals of the army. Generals Gaines and Scott
began feuding before the War of 1812 closed, but they both emerged
as Brevit Major Generals. This resulted in a continuation of their personal
war since each hoped to retain the pay of the brevit rank. In 1821 the
number of Major Genern.ls in the army was reduced to one by act of
Congress. Gaines and Scott were applicants for the place, each considered the other to be the principal obstacle in the way of his promotion.
Bitterness between them increased until in 1824 Scott challenged Gaines
to a duel. Gaines haughtily refused to fight because army regulations forbade and he had consistently opposed "the code duelle." His friends defended him and pointed out that Scott had drawn the anti-dueling provision in llrmy regulations and had refused to fight Jackson because of
II pa tl;otic
sCJ1Jples."8:1

•

•

•

In February, 1828, G neral in Chief of the army, Jacob Brown, died
and the Adams administration had to select a successor. An active campaign was launched by both Gaines and Scott. Partisans of each joined
in the contest. Charges and counter charges, letters and pamphlets were
issued in great numbers. Congressmen brought what pressure they could
upon the administration. In general, representatives from the Northwest
favored William H. Harrisonj those from the upper South urged the
claims of Scott; New England backed Macombj and the lower South
supported Gaines. In addition each had partisans scattered across the
states. 8G
In the cabinet the appointment was a matter of grave consideration.
The President was annoyed with both Gaines and Scott as well as with
the tactics of their friends. Secretary of State Clay was bitterly opposed
to Gaines because he considered himself to have been insulted in 1825 by
Lieutenant Edward G. W. Butler, an aide to Gaines. The General had
tendered his apologies but Clay threatened to resign from the cabinet if
he received the appointment.'" On an occasion when the appointment was
the subject of discussion, the President asked Richard Rusk, Secretary of
the Treasury, his opinion. Rusk objected to both Gaines and Scott and
suggested Alexander Macomb, Brevet Brigadier General and Chief Engineer of the Army..... This seemed an acceptable way out of the empass
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and Macomb received the appointment which served to broaden the controversy and intensify the bitterness. Gaines, Scott and their friends
were indignant. They loosed a barrage of criticism of the appointment and
the appointee. Scott announced he would not obey orders from Macomb
and on at least two occasions refused to return the salute of his superior. lI11
Gaines publicly supported Jackson's candidacy for the presidency in
1828 and was jubilant at his election. On November 22, after the results
were known, he wrote the President-elect congratulations and invited
him, if he came by Kingsport, Tennessee, on his way to Washington, to stay
at least one night with the Gaines family.io This friendship gradually cooled
until by 1830 Gaines felt he was no longer in the good graces of the
President. He attributed this to his known dislike of Eaton, Jackson's
first Secretary of War; his approval of Jackson's earlier decision not to
seek a second term; and the influence yielded by the political friends of
Scott and Macomb.
On January 23, 1836 General Gaines was transferred to the ArkansasLouisiana border from the command in Florida and General Scott was
ordered to assume direction of the campaign against the Seminoles. This
war was being waged in an area where the President had won military
fame and was supposed to have an especial knowledge and interest in
the activities. General Gaines had achieved some success in organizing
the campaign and in the fighting he felt that he was destined to achieve
total victory, so Scott's appointment was resented and attributed to
political manipulations at Washington. 91 Tn the new command the situation
was different, conditions would have to be appraised, plans made, troops
and equipment procured and if success were achieved, it might be attributed to factors other than military leadership. Gaines felt his rival
was being favored.
Each general, with the support of his friends, continued to seek opportunities to promote his professional career. General Macomb learned that
Gaines had called upon several governors including White of Louisiana
for volunteers. No official action was taken at Baton Rouge and on April
25 Macomb wrote Secretary of War that the governor thought he was
not authorized by law to honor the requisition. He was reporting the affair,
he said, because it was understood troops were to be used to check the
Caddoes and this seemed unnecessary since the country was not invaded
and not likely to be. He suggested that General Gaines had been deceived
by a group of land speculators who had led him to believe Mexican authorities were tampering with the Indians in the hope of stimulating people
in the United States to pressure authorities to lend aid to Texas. He
declared that General Gaines had enough soldiers of the regular army to
carry out his instructions. ll :!
Macomb's criticisms had little basis in fact and should have carried no
weight in administrative circles. He was known to be jealous of Gaines,
had not been near the frontier, knew of the situation only by rumor and
what he had read in the public press. In addition. he misrepresented the
position of Governor White who had explained that he hesitated to call
out the militia because of lack of funds and, since the legislature was not
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in session, before the men could be mobilized the time for service specified
in the call would have expired. But the subject of the principal persons
involved were controversial and Macomb's letter found its way into the
newspapers and provoked discussion over the country and in Congress.
Niles Register charged that General Gaines was irresponsible and was
about to start a war that would blight the high character of his country.93

-"

Friends of the generals were again arrayed in defense of their respective
champions. Many of the men in public life in 1828 were still influential
and few appear to have changed their opinions regarding the merits or
demerits of the military leaders. The discussion in Congress resulted in a
call upon the President for all the documents relating to the frontier and
General Gaines. V4 The administration determined to permit no disturbing
political issues to arise, and moved cautiously. The Secretary of War
wrote Gaines to restrict his activities, if feasible, to United States soil.
Gaines protested that Macomb's letter had produced a change in the thinking on the Potomac, he had only 1600 men to defend 400 miles of frontier
and had Gen. Macomb been acquainted with the situation he would never
have committed so many eTTors. a:;
Bickering continued and when news reached Washington that troops had
occupied Nacogdoches, charges and countercharges were renewed. Amos
Kendall, one of the President's trusted advisers, urged that Gaines be
recalled. 8e This advice was not followed but Jackson did scold Gaines, not
for what he did, but for permitting a distorted image of administrative
policy to emerge as a threat to the uneasy calm of national politics.

•

The four and a half months occupation left little imprint upon Nacogdoches and East Te.xas. It did, however, make Nacogdoches, the Sabine
River, and East Texas well known to people in the United States. It also
brought about a break in diplomatic relations between Washington and
Mexico, produced criticism which stimulated President Jackson to action
that in men of lesser stature might have been regarded as duplicity, and
sen'ed as a vehicle for the return, as a political issue, of the ancient rivalry
between generals of the army.
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DEATH OF THOMAS JEFFERSON RUSK
JOHN

N. CRAVENS

After the death of Mrs. Rusk from tuberculosis in 1856, Thomas Jefferson
Rusk returned to Washington with one of his sons and a daughter. 1 He
seemed to be unable to recover from the loss of his wife. Also, he worried
about the dissipation of his sons and the thought of rearing his only daugh·
tel' Helena without the guidance of a moLher.~ After a few months in the
national capital, the United States Senator returned to Nacogdoches to find
solace. 01'. James H. StarT Wl'ote that Rusk drank heavily on several oeca·
sians to drown his sorrow." For two or three weeks before his death, Rusk
was in very pOOl' health. He was Ycry nervous and was unable to sleep
regularly. Several days before his death, Rusk rode home with Dr. Starr
and shed tears while talking about his troubles. His physician, Dr. Robert
A. Irion, had encouraged Rusk to get out in a buggy to get fresh air and to
exercise to help his feelings. On Tuesday, the day before his death, Rusk,
after walking across the street to the drug store, stopped at Dr. Starr's
office to transact some business. Dr. Stan invited him to go home with
him for lunch but Rusk declined the invitation. Rusk said that he had better
go back to his own house but that he would come back the next day.
On Wednesday morning his family and Dr. IT'ion thought that Rusk was
better and more cheerful. 4 For some time he had been eating in his own
room, but at this noon meal, he came and sat with his family and ate
heartily. The Negro woman who attended his room saw Rusk examining
his gun that morning. He remarked that he would try to shoot some
squirrels, but the servant presumed that Rusk would wait until the cool
of the evening before going out. After the noon meal, Rusk sent nearly
aU of the servants away. He then remarked that he would go to a cornfield nearby to kill some squirrels. His family did not say anything to him,
as they felt that he was not able to go out to hunt on foot. He stepped to
the north end of his gallery, and in a few moments the !'eport of his rifle
was heard. He fell on the ground outside the gallery. The muzzle of the
gun must have rested on or near the lower part of the center of his forehead. A string had been attached to the higger, passing below the guard
and then up and lay near one of his hands. There was no cry, groan, or
struggle; because his head was badly mutilated, death must have been
instantaneous.
The body was left for a time where it fell. When Dr. Starr and other
friends were called, they came to see their dead friend. Judge William B.
Ochiltree on his arrival at the scene cried aloud, "0, Rusk! Rusk' Rusk'"
All the business houses of Nacogdoches were closed and nearly all the
residences were draped in black. The flags, which carried wide stripes of
black above and below, were lowel'ed to half mast.
Rusk left no will or other papers to throw any light on his suicide. A
few days before his death on July 29, 1857, Rusk had asked Dr. Starr if
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Emos Smith still attended to his business in New Orleans. Stan lold Rusk
that. he still did and gu\"e him his address. After Husk's death, a letter
was found on a table dated July 29. containing an ordel' for n tombstone for
his wife's grave.:>
l\l:.lOY people wondercfJ wh)' Rusk took his life. One man evpn consulted
clairvoyant. who insisted that he could talk with the dead.. The mystic
maintained that he had gotten in touch with Rusk and asked him why he
had committed suicide. Rusk told him that if he explained it that a person
of this wodd could not undel'stand and asked his fJiends to wait until they
joined him and then a satisfactory explanation would be gh·en. u
:1

•
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NACOGDOCHES NOTE
Compiled by
LoiS FITZHUGH FOSTER BLOUNT
1 '5'"
The Nacogdoches Times (1 47-l.i6'9).

The first number of the Nacogdoches Times was issued on the 31st July,
1847, by Floyd H. Kendall, publisher, editor, and proprietor. It was a
weekly paper, published on Saturday morning, and was designed from
the first to be a permanent journal. It had been published for eight months
when, on April 29, 1848, Kendall published a "Prospectus of the Tacog·
doches Times," stating the purpose, plan, political neutrality and principles of the editor, as well as the prices and terms of subscription rates.
The office of "The Times" was on Main Street, in the second story of the

"Brick House."
Some time later Kendall associated with himself a Mr. Hammond and
John H. Cohoon. Then in the Spring of 1849, between the dates of the 10th
and 24th of March, Kendall and Hammond "departed," leaving Cohoon
alone to continue the paper. At the end of the year, for the paper that is,
Cohoon was forced to announce suspension of operation of the paper fol'
a time and to appeal for wider support in order to continue it-a support
which was not forthcoming
The paper ran for two years, July 31, 1847, through August 4, 1849, and
\'.'a5 numbered serially in two volumes. A file of this Nacogdoches news·
paper is to be found in the State Archives. The first twenty-seven numbers
are missing from this file, as well as some of the later ones, but on the
whole it is a good run. A microfilm copy is to be found in the Library of
Stephen F. Austin State College.
Nothing is known of the personal history of Floyd H. Kendall, Mr. Hammond, or John H. Cohoon at this writing, except that Kendall went to California during the "Gold Rush," returning, according to Adolphus Sterne,
in 1851, with "much of the Dust." None of the three men appears as residents of acogdoches on the Federal Census of Population Schedules fol'
1850 or 1860.
In his editorial policy Floyd H. Kendall was an ardent advocate of
internal improvements, especially the navigation of the rivers, improvement of transportation, mail routes and sen"ice, and accommodation. His
articles were interesting, readable, and sincere.
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The' Rusk County Historical Survey Committee, for the third }'ear,
continues to conduct 3 radio program, "History o\'er the Coffee Cups" each
Friday morning at :30. This program is on station KGRI, Henderson.

•

In July, 1963, the Committee published a Hillary of Pi"e G"Ot'e Cl!m',e,.h",d PrexllyttTin1/ Church, RWtk County, Texas. The church was organized about 1 50. Since the publication date a twenty-one page supplement
hn.s be('n added. A ShOTt story of Pine Grove is ~iven along with a history
of the leading early families of the community.

•

In response to Governol' John Conn~llly's proclamation of Decembel' 5.
ns Thomas J. Rusk day in Texas, the Rusk County Historical Survey
Committee and the Rusk County Heritage Association sponsored a ceremony in front of the Rusk statue on the Rusk County courthouse lawn.
County JudJre Paul S. Colley presided and spoke brien)1 on Rusk's career.
The commemorative address was given by the Reverend Goldman Drury.

•

The Rusk County Historical Survey Committee, along with the Overton
and Ru~k County Chambers of Commerce, numerous firms, organizations,
and illdi\'iduals, participated in the dedication, October 3, 1965, of a Texas
Histol'ical i\huker fOl" the East Texas Oil Field Discovery well. The occasion
also celebrated the thirty-fifth anniversary of the discovery well.

•

Rusk County Judge Paul Colley was master of ceremonies, the featured
speaker was H. L, Hunt, and Kenneth Miller unveiled the marker.

While Jasper County has lost many of its historic structures to the triple
scourge of fire. decay, and the devastations of pl'ogress, a few have survived
the ra\'ages of time, One of the older. if not the oldest, structw'e in the
county, is located less than a mile north of Roganville on the Rock Hill
road. The building, a residence, belongs to Mrs. W. R. Bridges, who has
Ih'ed in it for the past twenty-seven years.
..

•
...

Begun in 1838 by Ruffin C, Turner, the residence was completed about
two years later, and, since then, the house has been )j\'ed in, used con·
tinuou~ly, and kept in such good repair that much of the original paint
st.ill sen'es the purpose for which it was applied.
The Texas Slale Historic31 SUl'yey Committee approved a medallion for
the historic building with a plate explaining its significance.
\Vhen the medallion was presented for Mrs. Bridges' home, Texas A & 1\1
Univel·sity and the Texas Forest Service also presented a lut·ge marker {or
a. cedar tree in the front yard. This tree, an Eastern red cedar or Junipents
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Home of Mr•. W. H. Bridgu, Roganville, TexaB

Virgimana, to use the botanical name, is the largest of its kind in the
entire United States. The tree and its recognition should be a matter of
pride for Jasper County and all of Texas. Measurements s.re: seventysix feet in height, a crown spread at thickest part of forty-five feet, and a
circumference of 146 inches, four feet above the ground.
The county committee has applied for an historic building medallion to
be awarded to the Dixie Baptist Church. This structure, located seven
and one-half miles west of Jasper and a little north of FM 2755, is about
halfway between the old communities of Peachtree and Bevilport.
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The church, organized in 1 52, may well be the oldest in Texas founded
for colored members only and still in use. The first "church house" was
el'eeted in 1853 by the cOllgl"egalion. All materials used were given by
Joshua Seale, ont' of the large slave owners of Jasper County. Although
a Inl'~e1" brick builrHn/!' was dedicated approximately a year ago, the old
one is intact and in use as an education building and fellowship hall.

The man who organized the chu1'ch was Richard (Uncle Dick) Joshua
Scale's slave :md oversecr of the Seale plantation. According to custom,
Uncle Dick look his muster's surname and is known in the history and
traclit-ion of Jasper County as Richard Seale. Unfortunately, all early church
records were lost about the turn of the century when fire destroyed the
home of the trustee who had them in charge.
In July, 186';, E. I. Kellie, recently returned from four years of hard
fighting with Company E. First Texas Legion (27th Cavalry), Ross's
Brigade, Jackson's Division, Army of Tennessee, began publication of a
small weekly ne paper in Jasper. Because he had worked in a printing
office before the Civil Wal" and was anI)' twenty yeal's old when the war
ended. he called his Jl3per The Jasper Ncu.:s-Boy. Although it has changed
ownership, the paper has never ceased publication nor changed its name.
The centennial observance extends from July, 1965, until July, 1966. There

•

...
Kcllie Family Home

•

will be four centennial editions which each subscriber of The Jasper
News-Boy will receive without additional charge. A limited number of
each centennial issue will be for sale.

As the present publisher, Max H. Robinson, says, "In those early times,
publishel's werc not concerned with legal complications. They were more
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likely to invite bodily harm from too much freedom with words." Kellie
was a fearless publisher. and made scathing attacks on Scaliawags and
Carpetbaggers. He encouraged Democrats to registel' in the days of Reconstruction and his motto was "We bend our knee to none but God."
The centennial numbers should be interesting reading for exact quotHtions taken from different issues of The Jasper News-Boy will be given.
Each centennial issue will represent a different era in the one hundred
years of the newspaper's existence.
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A marker, commcmoT:lting the part Jasper County had in the Civil War,
was um"eil d Saturday 3fternoon, June 5, 1965. After the ceremony, members or the Jasper County Historical Survey Committee and friends repaired to the courthouse, where Mrs. R. C. Pace acted as hostess for a
social hour in the Commissioners Court room and Miss Eulis Hancock
conducted a lour and inspection of historic items, pictures, papers, and
documents which were on display in the office suite of the county clerk.

John Ah'is Howard, a Center businessman, heads the Shelby County
Historical Society. The Shelby Count)· Historical Society is now in its
fifth year, hs\,ing been organized May 10, 1962, with Malcolm Weaver as
the first pl'esident.
The Society has succeeded in keeping its museum, located on Shelbyville Street, open two days a week. The museum building was donated to
the Society by the late Dr, T. L. Hurst, and many interesting items have
been secured.
Included in the projects
the beautification oC the
Decorative walls eighteen
and the garden clubs oC
the markers.

of the Society Cor the past six months has been
sites of the historical markers in the county.
inches high have been built around each marker,
Shelby County will keep the plots surrounding

The carving oC gavels from historic trees is a project oC Eugene Latimer,
a charter membel' of the Shelby County Historical Society. Latimer has
can'ed gavels from a limb of the nation's largest water oak, which is
located in Shelby County. He has also carved gavels fl'om oak trees known
to be more than one hundred years old which are growing on the courthouse grounds.
Three charter members of the Society have recently died: Hugh Cham·
bers, Bennie E. Nix, and Mrs. Edith Jones.
Mrs. Pete Dellinger is publicity chainnan.

•

.

Mrs. Dan Lester, of Jefferson, on an invitation from Mrs. Lyndon B.
Johnson, attended a Doel"s Luncheon in the White House on January 25,
1966. The Doer's Luncheons are monthly affairs and Mrs. Johnson gives
them to I"ecognize outstanding individuals from over the nation who have
contributed to the bettennent of their areas. Eighteen women are invited
to each luncheon.
Mrs. Lester is regional chairman of sixteen counties of the Texas State
Historical SUr\'ey Committee, and a promoter of the annual Jefferson
Historical Pilgrimage.
Marion County receh'ed, in 1965, a Distinguished Service Award. This
award was presented by the State Historical Survey Committee. It is
awarded to county survey committees which have an aggressive and a
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well-rounded local RAMPS progl'am, and to county committees which
ha\'e cooperated with other counly committees and with the slale RAI\IPS
program.

]n 1965 the Marion County Historical SUl'vey Committee entered the
state contest for best county chairman and the best.. subcommittee chairman. Mrs. W. S. Terry won honorable mention as a county chairman. and
1.trs. Jack Bullard won first place as a subcommittee chail'man.
In 1966 the Marion County graul> will strive toward winning' the Millard
C. Cope Memorial Award for the best county program of work in the stale.
The first-place award will be an official Texas Historical marker, \'alued
at $200.00.
The officers of the Marion County Sun'cy Committee al'e: 1\11"5. W.
Terry, County Chairman and historical preservationsj Mrs. Jack Bullard,
vice·chaimlan and historical marker·landmal'ks; Mrs. G. W. Carpenter,
secretary-treasurer, reporter and finance committee member; Mrs. A. K.
Payne, finance committee rhairman; and :\Irs. Dan Lestel', finance committee member.
Jefferson has been selected by the National Parks Service to be inrludrd
in the historical prcsen'ation pro~l'am fol' 196(;. Jeffcl"Son is one of three
cities in the United Stutes to be honored. Another city will be in Oklahoma and the other will be in Hawaii. The pl'csel'vution program is intended
to provide complete historical data on a number or buildings in Jefferson
which are not plesently recorded in the ~ational Parks Sen'ic(' office, ill
San Francisco, 01' in the Congressional LibroQ' in WashinRton. D. C.
The historical information gathered on each building will include its
complete history. measurements, and photog1'aphs.
Professor M. M. Rotsch, of the architecture department of Texas A & 1\1
University, will direct thE' program and he \\ill be assisted by si.x senior
architecture students. The three m.Jnths program will be conducted in June,
July, and August, 1966.
Individuals and ch'i(' groups in Jeffereson will supplement the necessal'Y
funds to complete the study.

On December 5, 1965, the Cass County Historical Sun'e)' Committee
dedicated an historical marker honoring Dr. Marion DeKalb Taylor, longtime medical doctor and Texas legislator. Dr. Taylor came with his family
to Cass County in 1845, and in that year began the study of medicine.
He began his medical pmctice in Cass County in 1849 and enjoyed a
successful pract.ice for some forty years.
Not only dio Dr. Taylor begin his medical practice in Cass County in
1849, but he also was elected to the state le~islature. where he served
almost continuously until 1 79. Dr. Taylor was speaker of the Texas Homie
of Representath'es during the Civil War. In his long legislative ex peri-
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coce he also sel"ved terms in the Texas Senate. For many years Dr. Taylor
was selected by the citizens of Cass County to represent the county in
~tale OCllloCl"atic com·entions.
Members of the Marion County Historical Survey Committee assisted in
dedicuting the marker to 01", Taylor.

The Morris County Historical Survey Committee, under the leadership
of Chairman Terrell \Y. Connon, J:-., has obtained an official Texas Historical Mal"ket fOl' the site of Chapel HilI College.
The marker reads: "Chartel'cd 1850. Opened 1852 in brick building on
land donated by Allen Urqulw.rt, Republic of Texas surveyor. Founded by
Marshall Presbyterian of Cumberland Presbyterian Church, to educate
ministel"s. Also ofT£'red courses in medicine, law, and liberal arts. Closed
in 1869 for lack of students and funds."

The Polk County Historical Suney Committee has continued to add
Drchival material to the Polk County Library-l\,Iuseum. New material recently obtained includes e:.lrly Indian records, old cemetery censuses, family
genealogies, county history, and early war records. The committee is continuing to eertify structures and sites for official historical markers, and
several such markel'S are on order. The committee is also planning to
publish a tWO-\'o]ume histol'y of Polk County; one volume on the county
and its towns, and the other on the families of the county.
The Survey Committee sponsors and mans the museum, and will continue to do so unlil the museum foundation can afford to employ a museum
director and a trained librnrian. The foundation has received a bequest of
$100,000 for the library-museum and a site has been purchased. The foundation board is making a careful investigation of as many building plans
as possible before employing an architect. The building fund is being
supplemented with memorial contributions, and by the sale of Aline Rothe's
Kalitu's People, which is a history of the Alabama-Coustaltn Indians.

...

Five delegates from Polk County attended the annual workshop in
Odessa in October. At this meeting the Polk County Historical Survey
Committee was recognized for a Distinguished Service Award, and as
"Quota Busters." Polk County also won an Honorable Mention on the
Best Program of work and on the County Scrapbook. The Scrapbook will
be kept on exhibition in the St.ate Archives, along with some other county
winners, for six months. The Odessa meeting named the chainnan of the
Polk County RisiOdcal Sun'ey Committee, Mrs, John J. Hol1enburger, 8S
the Best County Chairman in the State.
The Polk County Historical Survey Committee helped organize a local
chapter of the Sons of the Confederacy with thirty-four charter members.
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The committee is planning an even more effective program for 1966,
and publishes a monthly mimeographed pamphlet which it calls, "Polk
County Historical Survey News."

The Hunt Count.y Historical Society, under the leadership of the Honorable Fletcher Warren as president, has featured a study of local history
as related to adjacent counties. Historians from the counties bordering
Hunt have appeared as guest speakers discussing their history with emphasIs on portions related to and influencin~ Hunt County history.
At the December meeting Mrs. Marl{Ucrite Montgomery Braziel of
Emory, distinguished as the woman County Judge of Rains County, was
the speaker. She followed I'epresentatives from Collin, Fannin, Delta,
and Hopkins Counties.
The Hunt County Society also heard an interesting lecture at its September meeting on the archeology of the Hunt County area by Dr. Evan
Paul Robert of the history faculty of East Texas State University. This
program was conducted by Dr. Frank B. Jackson, head of the history
department of East Texas State.
A long-time major project of the Hunt County Society has been the
restoration of the Ende-Gai1Jard House, oldest building in Hunt County.
Recently seven pieces of the original furnishings were received as a gift
from the Gaillard family. The items were shipped from Chattanooga,
Tennessee, where they have been in the home of the eldest granddaughter
of the builder of the house. At her recent death the items were restored
to the old home.
During the past six months the Hunt County Historical Society has,
through its associate a~ency, the Hunt County Historical Survey COlll4
mittec, observed a series of Hfirsts" in local history by erecting markel's
commemorating the fact that the Greenville electric light plant was the
first municipally owned electric plant in Texas and that Mrs. Lallie P.
Carlisle, County Clerk in 1902, was the first woman to hold an elective
public office in Texas. A marker was placed at her grave in Greenville's
East Mount Cemetery. A marker also was placed at the grave of William
Lane, at Bethel Cemetery six miles south of Greenville, honoring him as
the first Anglo-American born in Hunt County.
W. Walworth Harrison, of Greenville, is curator and correspondent of
the Hunt County Historical Society.

Elmo Johnson, Jr., has been appointed chairman of the Galveston County
Historical Survey Committee, succeeding the late H. W. Darst, who died
July 3, 1965.
Johnson is a prominent Galveston attorney and is associated with
the law firm of Markwell. Stubbs, Dalehite, and Decker.
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The committee has recei"cd a Texas Historical Sun'ey markel', depicting
Gah-cston's participation in the naval history of the Civil War, which will
be placed at the Galveston Yacht Basin.
Proofs ha,-e also becn receh'ed by the committee for the series of historical markers to be mount{'d on the Courthouse Square in the near
future. The markers d pict Galveston County history from 1527 to 1965.
The markel's al'e expected to arri"e within the next several months.
A SUl"VE'y historical medallion and plaque also has been installed at the
J. C. Trul>e home at 17th and Seal)! A"enue in Gah'eston, a home which is
of Vietorian design and is reported to resemble 8 castle in Denmark.

An official Confederate :"Ilcmorial Information :"Ilarker commemorating
a Ci,-i! \Val' iron works is to be erected eight miles southwest of Jacksonville. The marker will relate the significance of the smelter and its contribution to the history of Texas in the Confederacy.
Jack Moore, principal of the Jacksonville Junior High School, ga'-e
important assistance in th€' research that led to erection of the marker.
)Iool'e is president of the Cherokee County Histolical Sun'ey Committee
and has accumulated a large collection of data pertaining to the early days
of Cherokee County.
The first Texas Historical )Jarker dedicated in Newton County was in
hanOI' or the W. H. Ford Male and Female College. which was established
in Newton in September, 1889. Funds to establish the college had been
obtained from the sale of stock, and George Adams, a lumber contractor
living in t.he southel11 part. of the county, purchased more stock than any
other individual.
The original site of the college was where the Newton High School building is now located. The college became a part of the Newton school system
in 1906.
The \V. H. FOI'd Male and Female College building was moved to the town
square in 1908 by Pate Simmons, who used it as a hotel. In 1914 Simmons
sold the building to the Powell family, who continued to operate the hotel
rOl' a number of years. At the present, 1966, after being remodeled, the
former college building is the home or George O. Powell and his sister,
:"Iliss Helen Powell, and the Powells and another sister, Mrs. Mamie Mock
of Marshall, are the owners of the building.
Judge W. H. Ford, for whom the college was named, was a prominent
lawyer and jurist in East Texas. Ford was born in Newton County August
13, 18-13, and died in 1900. He served in Ross's Brigade during the Civil
War and in 1872 Governor Edmund J. Davis appointed him to fill an unexpired term as sheriff and tax collector for Newton County. Ford was
a graduate of Lebanon Law School, Lebanon, Tennessee.
The first president. of the college was Joseph P. Syler; other presidents
were: J. l\I. Horger, B. F. Phelps, William R. De\\;tt, and James E. Sharpe.
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A second historical marker for Newton County, and the first for Burkeville, was an official Texas Historical Marker for the historic John R.
Burke homesite. The marker reads: "Colonel John Burke homesite. A Cew
feet west of this marker was built in 1845 the first home in BurkeviHe by
founder of the town, donor of land for Newton County Courthouse, friend
of Andrew Jackson and Sam Houston, and 1853-55 member of the Texas
Legislature."
Burke died in 1855. The heart pine house was razed in ]945, and was
rebuilt elsewhere.
Burkeville has continued to the present time to be an important trading
center. Burke left Nashville, Tennessee, and came to Texas in the 1820's,
and received a large grant of land. He is reported to have brought to
Texas many important books, fine furniture including a piano, and an
unusual array of silver and china.
Three of Burke's descendants attended the dedication of the homesite
marker: a great·granddaughter, Mrs. Virginia Prince of Chireno, and
a great-great-granddaughter, Mrs. Vester Smith, and her daughter,
Felicia, of Jasper.
Burkeville received a second official Texas Historical Marker when a
marker for the Round Table Inn was dedicated. The Round Table Inn was
first erected in 1865 by David F. Harrell, a Confederate veteran, who
left Alabama and came to 'Texas in 1865 seeking better farming land.
When the building was first constructed it was called the Harrell House.
Harrell constructed a large dining table, of the lazy susan style, which
could serve twelve to fifteen guests at the same time. The Round Table
Inn took its name from its large dining table.
The Round Table Inn was located in Burkeville and on the old military
road from Alexandria, Louisiana, to Burr's Ferry on the Sabine, and on
to Beaumont, Texas, and because of this location entertained many distinguished guests.
The original building burned in 1927 and was rebuilt in 1928 by Mrs.
T. J. Windham, a daughter of Harrell. Meals were served until Mrs.
Windham's death in 1932; since then only for family reunions. The building is now operated as a rooming house by Mrs. Helen Windham Duncan,
a daughter of Mrs. Windham.
The Newton County History Survey Committee consists of: Mrs. Earl
Hines, chainnanj Mrs. J. C. Kelly, secretary; Mrs. C. C. Leach, Mrs. Jim
Syler, and Mrs. Hagar Davis.

The Harrison County Historical Society and the Hamson County Historical Survey Committee have accumulated many interesting items for
the Harrison County Museum, which is located in the Old Harrison County
Courthouse.
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The Hanison County Historical Museum was opened to the public at
4 P.M. unday, October 3, 1965. The ceremony was held on the east side
of the Old Courthouse on Whetston~ Square in downtown Marshall.

PROGR.AM

Fonnal Opening of the Harrison County Historical Museum
4:00 P.M. Sunday, October 3, 1965
Presiding-Eugene Spruell, President, Harrison County Historical Society
Presentation of the Colors-.Boy Scouts-Pine Tree District
The Nfl.tional Anthem-Marsha!1 High School Band
Invocation-Dr. H. C. Bennett, President, East Texas Baptist College
Introduction and Recognitions
Presentation of State Medallion
For Old Courthouse-Mrs. Dan Lester, Chainnan, Region 5, Texas State
Sun'ey Committee
Speaker-John D. Furrh, Jr., Harrison County Judge

Seth Walton, history professor of East Texas Baptist College, and
curator of the Harrison County Museum, reports the museum has received
not only enthusiastic support of the citizens of Marshall and Harrison
County, but also by tourists from many sections of the country. Walton
writes a column in each issue of the Harrison County Historical, Herald
which he calls Museum. News. In this column he tells of the items which
have been obtained for the museum and the needs of the museum. In one
issue Walton wrote: "The museum also contains household implements;
weapons such as guns and associated items; children's articles; business
aids such as desks, typewriters, checks, letterhead, cash registers, etc.;
the T & P Railroad-among the county's oldest businesses-is represenff"] hv nictures, books, an extraordinary spike, annual reports, bonds,
and checks."
One of the mol' inLeresting items in the Museum is a gown worn by
Lady Bird Johnson when President and Mrs. Johnson entertained the
Premier of Japan.
The Harrison County Historical Society publishes the Harrison County
Historical Htrllid. This excellent little paper is published once a month
from September through May. In September, 1965, the Herald began its
second year of publication with Eugene Spruell as the editor. Editor Spruill
wrote in the September, 1965 issue: "Through the support of several civic·
minded business firms the Herald is coming to you in a new format. The
type is set by Linotype loather than typewriter, and is printed on the offset
presses of Bradley Pl'inting Company, Marshall. Tho new type wi!l not
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Gown worn by Lady Bird Johnson when she and the President
entertained the Premier of Japan
only give the Herald a neater appearance, but will accommodate quite a
bit more copy. Because of the increased cost of publishing the paper, the
Herald will be mailed only to members oC the Harrison County Historical
Society. Membership dues are $5.00 a year."

The Panola County Historical Association has named twenty-six additional directors. In a recent meeting the association appro\"ed six committee
chai!1llen named by President Tom Bankhead, and made plans to ('t"lmnl('te
the county museum. The old counly jail which was built in 1891 will house
the museum. The committee chairmen for 1966 are: Rob Trumble. physical
arrangements; Mrs. Mattie Jernigan, hospitalitYi Bev Brown, membershipi
Clabe Applegate, publicitYi and Q. )1. Martin, collection.
The new directors are: Be\" Brown, Mrs. Mattie Jernigan, Clyde Cal·ter,
.Mrs. Inez. Pool, Mrs. Dorothy Hopkins, 1\11'5. E"angeline Holland, 1\1rs.
Emma Brannon, Weldon Moore, Ray Vandirgriff, i\lrs. Multon Payne, W. C.
Hebert, Mrs. Mary Gholston, Lovell Kelley. l\'lrs. Alice Hawthorn, J. L.
Bunyard, Mrs. Roy Biggerstaff, W. F. (Pat) Patterson, Mrs. J. T. Wright,
David Clabaugh, Glen Flourney, )Irs. C. E. )Ioore, ~1l's. Dixie Whitaker,
and Glabe Applegate.
Other board members are: )Iiss )Iargie Neal. :\Irs. R. P. Ash, )Irs. W.
P. Owene, Mrs. Phoebe Sue Perlman, Rob Trumble, Travis Williamson,
Judge LeRoy La Salle, Herman Jacobs, Dan Shaw, and Tom Bankhead.

East Texas Historical Journal

59

Two Lamar Tech history professors have received grants which will en·
able them to work on research projects that are underway. Professor Wesley
L. Norton is working on "A History and Bibliography of Religious Journalism in the Old Northwest Before the Ch'i! War." Professor Ralph A.
Wooster is working on a "Political History of Texas from Statehood to
Secession."
Two Stephen F. Austin history professors have received grants that
will enable them to devote all their time to research for at least part of
the summer. Professor Robert Maxwell is working on a forest history of
Texas, and Professor Archie McDonald is collecting material on William
B. Travis.
Professor R...'llph Goodwin of East Texas State UniveJ"Sity will be on
lea\'e during the summer of 1966. He will spend June on the Princeton
t:nivel'sity campus reading ad\'anced placement examinations in American
history. Professor Goodwin will spend July and August doing research
on the United States Indian policy in the last half of the nineteenth
century.
Professor James O. Wheaton of East Texas State University also will
be on lea\'e for the summer of 1966. Professor Whea.ton will do research
on the national political campaign of 1904.
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EAST TEXAS COLLOQUY
ARCHIE P. McDONALD

Present and future historical research is dependent upon past archival
accumulation ~md arrangement in a usable fashion. Granted that archival
material relative to East Texas history is SC8TI:e, much is nevertheless
available but goes unused because it is not calendered or because historians
do not know where to look for it. Associations1 members and other interested parties may find some value in the following list of holdings in the
East Texas Collection, deposited' in the Boynton Library, Stephen F. Austin
State College. The collection is arranged in folders and is internally divided
into volumes, or files. These are further separated aecording to the county
or local association making them available:
I.

Membership, Minutes, and other information relative to the Association, including the original Association, chartered in 1926

II.

Gregg County Collection
A. liThe Family Story of James and Sarah Elder Holloway, compiled by Mrs. T. W. Swiley
B. Items on Sabine River Navigation in 1911, from the Gladewater
Gazette, March 24, 1911

III.

J .sper County Collection
A. Numerous clippings from the Jasper News-Boy and the Kirbyville Banner, contributed by Mrs. Charles Martin
B. Copy of Sidney Pearson's oath of the Confederate States of
America

IV.

Manuscripts of all past issues of the East Texas Historical Journal

V.

East Texas Historical Association Miscellany, including small items
from counties
A. D. A. Orviss Letters, 1856-1861, contributed by Lee LaWTence
B. Photostatic copies of papers relating to the "Connor" feud, 1887
C. Joseph Bruton Letters from the Smith County Historical Association
D. Copy of "Caddo Lake" by Frank Smith
E. "Texas Colonels and Generals, Confederate States Army, 18611865," by Lester N. Fitzhugh
F. E. J. Rushing Letters, 1884-1885
G. John Durst Collection, including some J. B. Davenport material!::

VI.

Rusk County Collection
A. B. C. Oberthier Collection, including letters, poems, pamphlets,
school tracts, a brief account of Oberthier's service in the Civil
War, miscellaneous copies of the Confederate Veteran, a sewing
book, and a prayer book
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B. "Historic Landmarks of Rusk County, Texas," by Mrs. J. A.
Harris and Miss Myrtis 'Vatkins
C. "Old Mount Enterprise-The Cradle of Rusk County/' by Sam
Ross
D. "The Rosses and their Name," by Sam Ross
E. History of Clinton Lodge No. 23, Henderson, Texas, and Early
Masonic History in Texas." by M. H. Marwil
F. "The Eal'liest American History of Texas," R. L. Cartwright,
dated May 20, 1931
G. "History of the Old Wier (Ware) School," by Gil S. Jones
H. The James Pinckney Henderson Papers, and the Lawson Henderson Papers
J. The Alexander Giles Family Bible
'j

The various files contain additional pieces of a miscellaneous nature,
but these are the principal holdings. The bulk of the Rusk County Collection makes it by far the most imposing and valuable, and is an example
Lhat other counties and associations might emulate. Finally, the loyalty
oath of Sidney Pearson is here reproduced as an example of the kinds of
materials to be found in the East Texas Collection.
The copy in the Jasper Courts folder was taken from the Minutes of
the Commissioners Court, Vol. A, p. 373:
"Sidney Pearson records the following oath of allegiance to the Southern
Confederacy on his declaration of becoming a Citizen therefore."
"The SLate of Texas 1 HBe it remembered that on this the eighteenth day
Jasper l l
f of December A.D. one thousand eight hundred
and sixty one personally appeared before me the under signed authority
Sidney Pearson who is now thirty three years of age, and is emigrated
to the State of Louisiana in the month of December A.D. 1860 and that
he has been a resident of the State of Texas since December 25th 1860."
III Sidney Pearson do solemnly swear that I will Support the Constitution and laws of the Confederate States of America, and also the Constitution and laws of the State of Texas so long as I remain a Citizen of
said State of Texas, and I further solemnly swear that I do now renounce
all allegiance to all other States or government and particularly to the
Government of the United States. 1I
"Sworn to and subscribed before me on this the 18th day of December
A.D. 1861. Test my hand and official Seal Done at office in Town of Jasper
day and date above written.
"(Seal) G. J. Goode, Chief Justice Jasper County, Texas."

The historian frequently neglects local depositories and County records
because he feels that the materials there are too "raw" or scattered. and
are more trouble than they are worth. This attitude is unrefuted and unchanged because it prevents one from becoming aware of the variety and
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richness of the local depository, especially the County courthouse. These
imposing old buildings may contain as import::mt and pertinent materials
as the largest state archive. To familiarize the reader with the holdings
of the clerk's office of Nacogdoches County, the following is provided. It
may be taken as an example of the kinds of records that are kept in such
places, although each county will vary as to the amount and variety of
records it maintains. Miss Sue !\Iassey, county clerk, and Mrs. Hope
Skipper, deputy clerk, graciously assisted in the compiling of this list, and
are also e.xemplary of the cooperative spirit and desire to help so often in
evidence in these offices.
Nacogdoches County Records:
1. Index to Archives and Instruments, including deeds, contracts, trans·

fers, powers of attorney. marriage records, 1792-1836. Not inclusive,
as some items have been transferred to Austin, these are the oldest
records in the Clerk's office.
2. Probate Court :\1inutes, 1838 to present.

3. Bond Records, 1837-1844.
4. Proceedings of the Board of Land Commissioners, 1835·1868.
5. Commissioners Court Minutes, 1868 to present.
6. Oil and Gas Lease Record, 1901 to present.

7. Estray Ledger, 1878.
8. Record" of Deputations.
9. Estates of Decedents and Wards, 1850.
10. Account Sales, 1841.
11. Petitions, Orders, etc., 1838.
12. Accounts of Executors and Administrators, 1841.
13. Record of Partitions.
14. Inventories.
15. Notorial Records.
16. Notice of Intention to Marry.
17. Marriage Records.
18. Sheriff's General Docket and Fee Book.
19. Record of Liquor Dealer's Bonds.
20. Discharge Records, Armed Forces, and Soldiers and Sailors Record,
1918 to present.
21. Finance Ledgers.
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22. Record oC Compensation and Liability Insurance.

•

23. Superintendent's Records.

24. Criminal Bar Docket.
25. Road Minutes.
26. Civil Docket, 1835 to present.
27. Justice of the Peace Docket.
28. Mortgages.

29. Birth Records, 1873 to present.
30. Death Records app. 1873 to present.

A sample of these records, selected both for its uniqueness and general
interest, is the following anonymous selection Irom the Record of Liquor
Dealer's Bond's. These records were kept under a legislative requirement
dating from the Twenty-third Legislature, passed in August, 1893, and
continued until Nacogdoches became "dry" in 1906:
Filed June 1, 1900.

Clerk
Deputy
Whereas, Tame

The State of Texas
1
County of Nacogdoches \
desires to engage in the sale of spirituous, vinous and malt liquors, and
medicated bitters capable of producing intoxication to be drunk on the
premises, in quantities of one gallon or less, in the City of Nacogdoches,
in the county of Nacogdoches, State of Texas, and has made the application and paid the taxes required' by law. Therefore, know all men by these
presents, That we as pl"incipal, and
and ..
as sureties, are held and firmly bound unto the State of Texas in the sum
of Five Thousand Dollars, for the payment of which we bind ourselves, our
heirs and legal representatives, jointly and sevel'\3.11y: Conditioned, That
the said
principal, shall keep an open, quiet, and orderly
house or place for the sale of spirituous, vinous. or malt liquors, or medicated bitters capable of producing intoxication; and that he or his agent
or employees will not sell nor permit to be sold in his house, or place of
business, nor give nor permit to be given any spirituous, vinous or malt
liquors, or medicated bitters capable of producing intoxication, to any
person under the age of twenty-one years, or to any student of any institution of learning, or to any habitual drunkard, or, to any person after
having been notified in writing, through the Sheriff or other peace
officer, by the wife, mother, daughter or sister of the person, not to sell
such person i and that he will not permit any person under the age of
twenty-one yeaTS to enter and remain in such house or place of business;
and he will not permit any games prohibited by the laws of the state to
be played, dealt, or exhibited in or about such house or place of business;
and that he will not rent or let any part of the house or place in which
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he has undel,taken to sell spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors, or medi·
cated bitters capable of producing intoxication in any quantity to be drunk
on the premisses, to any person or persons for the purpose of running or
conducting any game or games prohibited by the laws of this State; and
that he will not adulterate the liquors sold by him in any manner. by
mixing with the same any drug; and that he will not knowingly sell or gi"e
away any impure or adulterated liquors of any kind; then this obligation
to be null and void, otherwise to remain in full force and effect.
Witness our hands this _
day of
Approved, Judge

The San Jacinto Museum of Hislo!")' Association announces the following
publications:
THE HONOR ROLL OF THE BATTLE OF SAN JACINTO, with complete list of participants and personnel on detached service, compiled by
the late L. W. Kemp, with additions by Dr. Thomas L. Miller, Texas A&M
University, 1965---$. 60 (postpaid).
HOW TEXAS WON HER FREEDOM, by Robert Penn Warren, 1964.
Paper Co\"er-$ .75 (postpaid).
CAMELS IN TEXAS? by Gerry Doyle, 1956-$1.25 (postpaid).
DOCUMENTS TEJANOS--A sel'ies of eight documents of early Texas
history in the Spanish language reproduced in facsimile, with essay, notes
and vocabulal"y, also in Spanish, suitable for sccond·year high school or
second·semester college students of Spanish, 1962. 1 to 14 sets, per set$2.50 (postpaid). 15 or more sets, per set-$1.50 (postpaid).

CONSTRUCTIO
OF THE SAN JACINTO MEMORIAL, by C. A.
Bullen, 1938-$ .45 (postpaid).
GUIDE Al'lD MAP OF SAN JACINTO BATTLEGROUNDS-$ .35
(postpaid).
SAN JACINTO BATTLEGROUND FOLDER-$ .05.
SET OF FACSIMILES OF THREE PRINTED DOCUMENTS OF
TEXAS FREEDOM, including Texas Call to Arms, October 2, 1835; Proclamation of General Sam Houston, December 12, 1835; Texas Declaration
of Independence. March 2, 1836-$1.00 (postpaid). Texas Declaration of
Independence may be purchased separately-I .35.
REPUBLIC OF TEXAS CURRENCY, replicas of six bills ranging from
$3 to $100 issued in 1838-1841-$ .35 (postpaid).
Kodachromes of Stephen F. Austin, David Crockett. Sam Houston, Santa
Anna. Erastus (Deaf) Smith, Battle of San Jacinto and Fall of the Alamo6¢ each or 5 for .25.
Kodachromes of 8 dioramas of historic Texas places: Washington·on-theBrazos, 1836; Columbia, First Texas Congress Met, 1836; John R. Harris
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Home, Rardsburg, Texas, 1836; Main Street in Houston, 1837; First Texas
Capitol at Austin, 1839-1856; Second Texas Capitol at Austin, 1856-1881;
Peach Point, Perry's Landing; Sam Houston's Steamboat House, Huntsville, Texas-6f each or 8 for .35.
Those ordering by mail are I'equested to include the 2% sales tax. The
address is the San Jacinto Museum, San Jacinto Monument. Texas (via
LaPorte).
The Bastrop County Historical Society has begun a research and writing
project of some magnitude. Members of the Society have assumed as individual subjects of biography several persons involved in the colonization,
establishment of local government. participation in the Texas Revolution
from Mexico, Indian warfare, and assistance to the Republic of Texas.
Each researcher is to secure information relative to land and property
grants, individual historical records, public activities, battle records, succession of heirs and landmarks owned or occupied by their subjects. When
this initial project is completed, a second project is to be assumed.
Members and their subjects are: Mrs. W. E. Maynard, president, who will
study records of R. M. Williamson, judge of the judicial district of Mina
(Bastrop); Mrs. C. W. Webb, Stephen F. Austin, founder of his little colony
thel'e; and Mrs. Cid Davis, and Joe Cole, Gen. Edward Burleson and his
father, Capt. James Burleson and brothers, all settlers in Bastrop and
prominent in eady Texas history.
Also, Frank Loughridge, T. J. Gazley, participant in government affairs
and large landholder; Mrs. J. L. Waugh; Richard Andrews, owner of land
league Number 1, and the first man to die in the Texas War for Independence, at Concepcion, and his brother, Micah Andrews, commander of Coleman Fort, ranger headquarters near Bastrop, in the late 1830's.
Also, Mrs. John Barton, N. W. Eastland and W. M.
tlers participating in the Mier Expedition and other
F. W. Grassmeyer, the first German settler in what is
and builder of an early ferry on the Colorado River;
Jesse Billingsley, leader of Mina Volunteers in 1835.

Eastland, early setbattles; H. N. Bell;
now Bastrop County
Miss Jewel Hudler;

Ernest Pearcy will head a committee to gather relics and history on the
"Water l\£ockasin," a steamboat that plied the Colorado River in the 1850's.
The boat was built at Bastrop and finally dismantled here.
Mrs. B. B. Sande,rs will selove as chairman of EI Camino Real (Old San
Antonio Road) group for the coming year.

The Jefferson Davis Association, under the editorship of Dr. Haskell
Monroe of Te.xas A&M University. is preparing a new fifteen-volume
publication entitled The Papers 0/ Jel!e1"8on Da'tJis. The Papers will be
published by the Louisiana State University Press. A select editorial advisory board, including such distinguished scholars as Frank E. Vandiver,
Allan Nevins. Rembert Patrick, Hudson Strode. Bell I. Wiley and T. Harry
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Williams are assisting Dr. Monroe in the pl·oject. The Association has
been the recipient of se\'eral grants to carryon its work, most notably
a $100,000 grant from the William Stamps Farish Fund oC Houston. On
May 12, 1965, Dr. Bell I. Wiley presented the Civil War Centennial Commission's highest honor, the Centennial Medallion, to the project.
The published volumes will include speeches, public and private correspondence, official and state papers, and a detailed index. In addition, it
is planned to bolster the printed sources with adequate annotations to

make the published works as useful to the occasional reader as to the
scholar. The volumes will be divided into four chronological series: (1)
Formative Years, 1808-1847, (2) Service in the Senate and Cabinet, 18481860, (3) The War Years, 1861-1865, and (4) Imprisonment and the Lost
Cause, 1865·1889. Dr. l\Ionroe estimates that the project will require ten
years to complete.
Thus far the labor has largely been one of assembling the wid Iy scattered documents. Dr. Monroe, who acknowledges that several items have
been located through public notice and advertisements, invites anyon~
who possesses or has knowledge of any manuscript document associated
with Jefferson Davis or his wife to contact him. The address is The Papers
of Jefferson Davis, Box 1892, Rice University, Houston J Texas 77001.
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BOOK REVIEWS
The White Path. Alabama-Koasati Indians in Texas. By W. E. S. FolsomDickerson. San Antonio (The Naylor Press), 1965, 148 pp. $3.95.
How did the Alabama and KaRsati Indians achieve unity and integration over a long period of migration and what qualities did they possess
that made it possible for them to live harmoniously with the pioneers
and finally win a permanent home for themselves in East Texas? What
elements of their original culture remain and what elements have they
adopted from the white man's culture? What stages of cultural change
have they undergone? Are integrating forces still uniting these Indians
today and what are the implications for the survival of such forces? These
are the questions involved in the problem the author of The White Path has
set for himself, and he concedes at the outset that the problem is historical
as well as ethnological. Howe\'er, in presenting his argument the author
pays scant attention to history, little more to ethnology, and none at all
to the principles of logic.
Research for this study was made possible twenty-five years ago (May
24, 1940) by the University of Texas Research Council under the direction
of the Department of Anthropology. The author, his ViiIe, and three children went to the reservation and lived there three months with the Presbyterian missionary. Later, Mr. Folsom-Dickerson returned to the reservation alone and spent a month in the home of the Alabama Indian,
Mcconico Battise, a gentleman of great dignity, wisdom, and perspicacity.
It was perhaps during this month's stay with Mcconico, who was both
h.is informer and interpreter, that the author obtained the information for
his excellent second chapter and the best parts of the third and fourth.
The style throughout the book is literate, but not distinguished. However.
in the second chapter and in parts of the third and fourth, his style is captivating and his material authentic-authentic, that is, in the 1940's. At
no point in the book does the author discuss conditions that existed after
1950; consequently, many conditions that he says exist "today" simply do
not e.xist today. Many, many changes have occurred during the past fifteen
years, and it is regrettable that Mr. Folsom-Dickerson did not bring his
research up to date.
The organization of The White Path is good: the author poses his problem, submits his evidence, and draws his conclusions. The fault lies in the
application of his material to his pattern. Everything is wrong, beginning
with his major premise, which forms the title of his book-The White Path.
The path of the Indian-including the Alabama and Koasati-was never
white; it was red all the way to final defeat by the white man.
After stating his problem, Mr. Folsom-Dickerson states what appears to
be his theme, his pUl'pose in writing the book: Ill n this age all human paths
seem destined literally to run red with blood of men who cannot agree,
these masters in the complex art of compromise may well show us the
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solution for which we yearn but cannot find." Surely Mr. Folsom-Dickerson
must know that when first we hear of these Indians, they, or at least a
part of them, were in Northern Mississippi, where, in the year 1541, the
army of Hernando de Soto had a memorable encounter with them. They
came upon a stockaded fort whose defenders were Alabama Indians, as
both Biedma and Garcilaso de la Vega clearly imply. Biedma states that
this stockade represented something unusual in Indian wariare. a delib·
erate chalJenge to military emulation without expectation of other prizes.
He says:
... without there being either women to protect or prOVISions to
secure, and only to try our valor with theirs, the Indians put up a
very strong stockade directly across the road, about thl'ee hundred
of them standing behind it, resolute to die rather than give back.
Yet the author of The White Path says, "The Alabama first appear in
1541 when De Soto attacked the village of AJibamo."
The conclusion is not based on evidence but is drawn out of thin air.
In fact, the author himself admits that the elaboration of his argument is
limy own, and is naturally subject to my own mental slants, pet theories,
and the like."
In spite of the fact that the author's logical presentation is poor, much
of the information contained in The Wh-ite Path is valuable and reading it
is well worth the short time required. His discussions concern setting,
religion, cosmic and natural conceptions, material traits and industries,
language, social organization, government and social control, and life
cycle. Many historians, persons interested in Amerindian history and cui·
ture, and persons interested in East Texas lore will want to add the book
to their libraries.
ELMA HEARD

Stephen F. Austin State College

Legends 0/ the Pineys. By Joseph F. Combs. San Antonio (The Naylor
Company), 1966. 100 pp. $3.96.
The scenes for writings in Texas history and legend have been set by
the Dobies and Webbs and Boatrights whose main interests have been the
Texas of the Brush Country or the Llano Estacada or West of the Pecos.
The old-time gunfighters and land barons and the cattle and cactus have
had their share of chroniclers, and it is time that the interest was shifted
to the bay~galls of the Big Thicket and the sand hills of the East Texas
piney woods. Exciting history was being scratched into this red dirt
before cow punching was ever thought of as a steady occupation.
One of those who is helping to sh.ift the interest to East Texas is Joe
F. Combs, who has been soaking up the history and the legends of this
part of the cou.ntry since his youth. Mr. Combs was born and reared on
a farm in Shelby County, and to many people-especially to the readers
of his "Farm Corner" column in the Beaumont Enterprise-he is the of·
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ficial spokesman for those interested in preserving the tales and traditions
of the East Texas past. His latest publication, Legends of the Pine,ys (San
Antonio: The Naylor Company, 1965-$3.95), is a thin but interesting
collection of a few of these old stories.

Legends of the Pineys contains just enough to let the reader know that
there is a lot more. Mr. Combs' coverage of the Shelby County war in 1842
between the Regulators and the Moderators is exciting and' complete in
outline. His interpretation of this point in history in "Seventeen at Midnight" is valuable also because he attempts to understand both sides. The
Moderatol"s are popularly depicted as outlaws of the Hole-in-the-Wall breed,
riding out of the Sabine River bottom to prey on the God-fearing, lawabiding folk of Shelby County. Combs implies that the Moderators were
not of that black a hue and that the vigilante justice of the Regulators
was frequently and unduly severe. He struck a new note for me in his
inclusion of four East Texas Mata Haris, hard-riding, fast-shooting ladies
on the side of the Regulators, who served as spies before the final battles
between the two factions.
Another of Combs' legends with an interesting turn is the story of
Martha MacAulitr and her battle with the Indians. She not only won that
battle; she won a fight with her husband when he returned-a fight
that lw,d begun when he insisted that they leave their Georgia home and
prove up land on the Texas frontier. They left their cabin on the Altoyac
soon after and headed back to Georgia.
Most of Combs' longer ghost tales are interesting and· well developed.
One undeveloped exception is his story of the Lady in Blue. which was
related as an isolated phenomenon r'ather than as one more episode in
a legend as old as Texas history, Readers will enjoy his stories of the
phantom bull with the eight-foot horn spread, the mischievous pebble
thrower of Peachtree Village, and the Laughing Ghost of Todd' Springs.
Combs includes the Alabama Indian legend of the wh.ite squirrel that
became a tribal totem after it led them to a rich hunting ground in the
Big Thicket. Mr. Combs concludes with some fragmentary accounts of
ghost tales-Bailey's Light, the Ghost Road-and other legends and
tales he has heard' in his rounds.

Legends of the Pinells is a tempting volume fOI" the East Texas historian and folklorist because it indicates tha.t there are very many directions left to go. These stories and many others are still shifting
around among the old settlers, waiting for someone to study them in
depth and get to the real heart of the people and the times of the East
Texas past.
FRANCIS EDWARD ABERNETHY

Stephen F. Austin State College

The Confederate Quartermaster in the Trans-Mississippi by James L.
Nichols. Austin (University of Texas Press). 1964, Pp. vii + 126.
Index. $7.50.

Among the most unappreciated, hardest working, and least romantic
of Confederate military figures were the quartennasters. Charged with
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manifold responsibilities, they handled all of the armies' logistical requirements except in ordnance and commissary areas. rndeed, with these
two e.xceptions. the Confederate quartermasters could well be equated
with the entire service support element of current major military units.
They provided such basic items 3S clothing, transportation, pay, and
"graves registration" services. Apart from storing, issuing, and acccunt·
iog for supplies, the qunrtennasters of the Confederate Southwest •....ere
deeply immersed in the fabrication and procurement of military guods.
They had to operate transportation repair centers, Q\"crsee the manufacture
of clothing and equipment, administer tax programs, and regulate trade
in the Trans-)Iississippi region.
Through the use of manuscript papers and military records, Professor
ichols has offered great insight into the hitherto little understood quartennaster activities with this volume on Tile Confederate Q".artennastcr
in tile Trans-Mississippi. As it stands, the book offers a fine exampl~ of
what Civil War scholarship should be producing: not just another strctly
military re-hashing of Grant versus Lee, but an inquiry into a pre\;ously
little known and largely unappreciated facet in the great epic stor:' of
the Civil War. By concentrating on the procurement aspects of quartermaster functions, Professor Nichols traces the gradual expansion of l<.glstical capabilities in the Southwest, he clearly outlines the numerous perplexing difticultits of the quartennasters, and he concludes that there
was simply not enough time to develop supply services to a fully effective
extent.
Professor Nichols deserves a vote of thanks for this contributior to
Civil War literature. Again, it is work such as this, casting Jighl in
little known portions of the great story, that represents contemporary
Civil War scholarship at its best.
ALLAN C. ASHCRAFT

Te.xas A&M University

Cracker Barrel Chroniclcs: A Bibliography af Tcxas Town and COlmty
Historics. By John H. Jenkins. Austin (The Pemberton Press), 1:}65.
509 pp. Illustrations, appendLxes, and index. $15.00.
As the title indicates, this massive volume is a compilation of Texas
county, town, and local histories from the earliest writ.ings to the pres,~nt.
In any bibliography one of the most difficult tasks for the author if to
define boundaries, and Mr. Jenkins has stated his for this volume as follows:
"histories of local areas in Te.xas that appear as separate en·
tities. As you see from this, any local history, whatever the su~
ject, was included whether it was part of a work of larger scope
or not, but local descriptions are not included unless they appear
as a separate imprint or article."
\Vithin these limitations, the author has included more than 5000 items,
including books, pamphlets, articles, theses, and special or memorial i~i-
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tions of newspapers. These are arranged alphabetically by county, and
further to assist the reade,', :l cross index for towns and counties, a separate index for periodicals, nnd a comprehensive general index have been
ndded. Within the individual entries ~fr. Jenkins has given an indication
of the scarcity and estimated value of the several items. This is very
useful but it would have been even more \'aluable if he had included a
place where the rarer articles could be found.
Any bibliography is incomplete but the omissions here are not significant in comparison with the large number of entries included and the
great efforts which the author extended to provide complete citations
and research aids to the student. This compilation provides a successor
to H. Bailey Carroll's TexCls County HiIftoricR, A B-ibliography, published
in 1943. Cracker Barrel Ch"onicles should become a standard research
guide for every library and historical society in Texas for a generation
to come.
ROBER'I;: S. )fAXWELL

Stephen F. Austin State College

Recollection of F'o1"m Life. By Robert L. Hunt, Sr. San Antonio (The
Naylor Company), 1965. xi+184 pp. Illustrations. $4.95.
As the author asserts in his initial statement. UHistory is made up of
many small things-not just major happenings that most historians have
written about. Nobody thinks the humdrum affairs from day to day are
worthy of reading about, when as a matter of fact it is the little things
of life that make up the most interesting part of h.istory." It is for the
preservation of such happenings in the life of the late nineteenth and
early twentieth centuT}f fanner that Professor Hunt contributes this volume.
Approximately one half of the narrative is devoted to a very interesting, informal portrayal of fann life in Northeast Te."(as during the turn
of the century. Drawing from a wealth of personal e.'(periences. the author
furnishes colorful reading on the habits, folklore, humor, problems. ethics,
customs. and educational and social trends prevalent among the rural population of this period. The author's homespun humor and lucid style is
especially evident in this extended train of personal recollections.
The value of the volume is greatly enhanced by the original source
material contained in the latter half of the work. In discussing the disciplines and influence of the country church. significant parts of the
minutes of the Snow Hill Baptist Church, founded in Titus County in
1866, are effectively used.
Of particular interest is the diary of a young college girl who traveled from post Civil War Georgia to settle near Jefferson, Texas. This
diary, currently in the possession of the author, gives a daily account
of the trip through the reconstruction South from October 17 until December 27. 1867. At one point she observed, "So I will not bring up the
bright past to contrast with the darkness of present for instead of the
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peace of yore, political disturbances of a dark and pretentious nature
now prevail in the land." The record continues through somewhat bruken
entries until June 2, 1869. This literate young woman was able to uptimistically record near the ending of her chronicle, I/Indeed, I believe that
I love the land of the West already, and may time only discover new
channs."

The last section of the work is devoted to the presentation of a seJe::.ted
group of letters written in 1918-1919 by the author during his servie.! in
the Coast Artillery. Although these letters initially were not interded
for publication, they very aptly present the views, reactions, and attitudes of an average East Texas {ann boy caught up in the overwh(·Iming experiences of "the great crusade. It
The te..xt is accompanied by a section of photographs representativE' of
the period, but they are not integrated directl,' into the narrative. :)ue
to the nature of the work, the customary footnotes and bibliography are
not included. An Index, however, would have contributed greatly to the
useableness of the volume.
Mr. Hunt has brought to this task extensive knowledge obtained fJ'om
a rural upbringing combined with a professional career devoted to the
study and teaching of agriculture. In this effort, he has done much to
recapture the spirit and character of the farm folk as they went about
the daily routine of living. He has furnished for some the opportunity
for nostalgic recollection; for others, he has preserved an eyewitness account of a quickly vanishing way of life.
GWENDOLYN

FlTE OSBURN

Stephen F. Austin State

Colleg~

Texas in the War of 1861-1865. Compiled by Marcus J. Wright, BI'ig.
Gen., C.S.A., and edited by Harold B. Simpson, Col. U.S.A.F. (Reo.).
Hillsboro (Hill Junior College Press), 1965. xx + 246 pp. Notes,
appendices, bibliography, and index. $7.50.
The name of Marcus J. Wright is well-known to serious students of
the American Civil War. Those who pursue the manuscript sources to
their several repositories or read them in printed fonn in the massive
volumes of the Official Records are aware of General Wright's significant
work in compiling war :records. Although the O/licial Records project was
strictly federal, at first, Brigidaire General (C.S.A.) Wright eventually
became UAgent of the War Department, For the Collection of Confederate
Records"; and he did an outstanding job of persuading "Johnny Reb" v~t
erans to share their long·hidden manuscripts with us all. This reviewer
has encountered Wright's inventory sheets in several collections, whereon
each item borrowed by the War Records office was listed and checked )tr
upon return to its southern owner.
Besides his official endeavors Wright also prepared various lists and
compilations for sundry publications in the generation alter the War.

East Texas Historical Journal

73

One of his more elaborate projects, along this line, was a huge tome
entitled Official and Illuatrated Wa'T Record Embracing Nearly One Thousand Pictorial Sketches . .. (Washington, 1898) which he produced in
collaboration with Colonel Benjamin La Bree and James P. Boyd. He

wrote a Life of General Winfield Scott (1894). a History of the SpanishAmerican War (1900) and Battles and Commanders of the Civil War
(1908). along with other sketches and works.
In the book under review, Colonel Harold B. Simpson, through the Hill
Junior College Press, has published General Wright's special set of notes
on Texas in the. War 1861·1865, a manuscript deposited in the Texas State
Archives. This account, as presented by the editor, prints out at seventy
pages. The remaining 144 pages consists of Colonel Simpson's notes on
Wright's work, vita on personnel and units, pictures and portraits, and
a set of appendices illustrating Te.xas steps toward secession and war.
Professor John Duncan, of Texas A&M University, contributed a calendar
of the war in Te.x&S which appears as Appendix V.
This compilation undoubtedly will prove useful as a place of concen·
tration for a great deal of infonnation about many Te.'Xans in the War,
but it is by no means complete, and, perhaps does not pretend to be, as
to significant Texans and their roles in the great conflict. The list of
quartennaster officers, for example, given by Wright, is most incomplete j
and, too, there is no reflection of thesis and dissertation work in Te.xas
graduate schools. The roster of Texan participation in the War might
be widened considerably by reference to such studies.

Texas in the War 1861-1865 is an attractive bookj the photographs
of more prominent officers and statesmen, especially, reproduced well;
certainly a great deal of work went into assembling this material. Now,
what we need is for someone to combine all these rosters, lists and monographs of the past century into a general history of the war in the
Trans-Mississippi, a history which will treat the subject in depth and
dimension.
JAMES L. NICHOLS
Stephen F. Austin State College
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